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CHRONOLOGY OF “ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


History, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. II. | 


1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. IIL. to 40 Geo. III. 


1760-1800 
(First PARLIAMENT.) 
WL DO “Lyateass i: SS ae 180 
ae NN cetccumne 42 joo hance 1802 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
isha 42 Geo. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 


Vol. 36 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 
— 3to 5...45 me capeas 1805 
— 6 & 7...46 a 1806 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III. ......1806-7 
(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to11...48 Geo. IIL....... 1807-8 
— 12—14...49 Se eaeate 1809 
— 15 —17...50 eae anes 1810 
— 18 — 20...51 — . 1810-11 
— 21 — 23...52 = hates 1812 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. III. ... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 — .... 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 — ... 1814-15 
— 32 — 34...56 ee 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 ae 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 a 1818 


(SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
41 . 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Ve. ite &... 1 Gum BV. ...... 1820 
— 4& 5... 2 we pads 1821 
— 6— 7... 3 ee 1822 
— 8— 9... 4 ee 1823 
— 10—11... 5 eT 1824 
— 12—13... 6 1825-6 
— M4—15... 7 , 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
2 ere 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
me: BE ssasaiads 8 ee 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 ee 1825 
— 20 — 21...10 ae aaedoe 1829 
— 22 to 25...11 ae Sane 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Wu IV....... 1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to S&S... 2 Witt. IV. ...... 183] 
-— 9—14... 3 ere 1832 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wit. IV....... 1833 
— 21 — 25... 5 Oe cpus 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
a ee rer 1836 
— 36 — 38. . 8 pe. pees 1837 
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REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45 — 50... 2 Tere 1839 
= §] — 55... $ eo 1840 
— 6—5...4 — (a) 1841 


CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


, SS Bee 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 a 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 eps 1843 
— %72— %6... 7 — ss eeeeee 1844 
— T7— 82... 8 — 8 seen 1845 
— 83 — 88... 9 — = ksdees 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 | 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
. 2 oe 10 Vicrorta (b) 1847 
— 96tol01...11 — sans 1848 
— 102 —107...12 a 1849 | 
— 108 —113...13 a 1850 
— 114 —118...14 — senders 1851 
— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
WOR Ee asssiens 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 > serra 1853 
— 130 —135...17 — = hws 1854 
— 136 —139...18 a hse 1855 
— 140 —143...19 Me pines 1856 
eee BOB contnncds s = (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria = (b) 1857 
— 148 —151...21 — = seboes 1858 
— 152 —153...22 - = (a) 1859) 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


154 to 155...22 Victoria 


(b) 1859 | 


— 156 —160...23 aa 1860 
— 161 —164...24 et eae 1861 
— 165 —168...25 a 1862 
— 169 —172...26 eimai 1863 
— 173 —176...27 — 1864 
— 177 —180...28 a 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTORIA ...... 1866 
— 185 -—189...30 He apis 1867 | 


190 —193...31 


(TWENTIETH, PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicrorIA ... 1868-9 
— 199 —203...33 a Rael 1870 
~— 204 —208...34 ae ere 1871 
a SOS .-3ES...50 ro 1872 
wv 314 —217...36 a 1873 


... 1867-8 | Vol. 88 


(TWENTY-FirsT PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vol. 218 to 221...37 Vicrorta ......1874 
—- 222 —226...38 oe panel 1875 
— 227 —231...39 eo 1876 
— 232 —236...40 ee 1877 
— 237 —242...41 ae pawns 1878 
— 243 —249...42 —_ ... 1878-9 
— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 
(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 252 to 256...43 VicrorIA (b) 1880 
— 257 —26d...44 —~ denen 188] 


266 —273...45 (a) 1882 


— 274 & 275...45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 == eaves 1883 
— 284 —292...47 = aaa 1884 


293 —301...48 -- 1884-5 


(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
302 to 307...49 VicToRIA (a) 1886 


Vol. 


(TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 VicrorIA (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 a 1887 
— 322 —332...51 a 1888 
— 333 —340...52 a 1889 
— 341 —348...53 — does 1890 
— 349 —356...54 _ .-- 1890-1 


Fourth Series. 


(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 1lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Wok TF coccsses DO VICTORIA ...:.. 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 _— 1893-4 
— 22 — 29...57 —  ~sbses 1894 
— 30 — 35...58 — ss reneee 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 36 .........59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
— 37 to 44...59 -—- 1895-6 
— 45 — 52...60 es laa 1891 
-— 53 — 65...61 — ee eeee 1898 
— 66 — 76...62 — beeen 1899 

_; eeeere= 63 me gales 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 a 1900 
= Bh ... GREECE = — ssvves 1900 
85 — 87...64 mete oa 1900 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
poenrree 64 VicroriA _......1900 
REIGN OF EDWARD VII. J 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont. 
porn 1 Epwarp VIL....1901 
— 90to 100 1 -- ...1901 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFouUR. 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L 
Home Department Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 
Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Secretary for Scotland tt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the Admiralty ——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-——/ H; T: ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 

—, {WILLIAM HAYES FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
( a ee “~~ ;- T. Kerr, K.C.B. 
bi a ice- Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty——, Rear-Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 

capt, JOHN DURNFORD, C.B., D.S.O. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Lord CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Rt. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Oftice——Rt. lion. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Esq., M.?. 
Financial Secretary, War Office——Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. E. CArson K.C. M.P. 











vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General—_—Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeune, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Clarendon. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Sir A. AcLANv-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MontcGomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBorovGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Victor C. W. Cavenpisu, Esq., M.P. 
Master of the Bueckhounds——Right Hon. Lord CHrsHam. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WaLDEGRAVE. 
(Rt. Hon. Earl of Kin tors, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of Densren. 
Rt. Hon. — CuvuRcHILL, K.C.V.O. 
F is Rt. Hon. Earl Hower. 
Lords-in-Waiting—— ) Rt. Hon. Lord Lawrence. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Bagot. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Surrrerp, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 
\Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord Batrour or Bure. 
Lord Justice-General—— Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFour. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Krxsporceu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrosr, K.T. 





Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of Levey anp MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General -—Cuar_eEs Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Earl Capocan, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsupovuRNeE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GeorGE Wynpuaw, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir Davip Harken, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. : 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President : Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkrxson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricnt, Esy., K.C. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Henry J. L. Granam, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tursicer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwakp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—— ALBERT GRaAy, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Taxing Otlicer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Us. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Peers’ Printed Paper Oftice——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Jonrnals——W. A. Leicn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W. H. Hamitton Gorpoy, Esq.; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. (Clerk attending 
the Table); Hon. A. McDonnett , A. H. Roptnsox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; 
H. P. St. Jonny, Esq.; V. M. Brppunpnu, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEy, 
Esq. ; C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; and A. TENNYSON, 
Esq. 

Accountant——G. FuLkEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worretn, C. E. Cuiziett, A. M. Strouy, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. McMinuay, G. Bennett, G. T. PHiip. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——-A. H. M. Butier, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WokFELL. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campioy, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. FRx, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Michael A. S. BrppuLen, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLer. : 

Serjeant-at-Arms Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEETwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Witurams, Esq. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) Vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F, HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsyTH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPs, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CAsBon. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. T,. KENDRICK. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament Mr..C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer - + ——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


T TOD 1 no r 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GiBBons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. LEy, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoYLrE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE WEST, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Buti, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WywNwn, Esq.; W. E. GREY, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
Bb. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScoTT PORTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; 
W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; ‘A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE. Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GosseEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Chaplain to the House Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FELL, Esa. 















































Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLIck, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks PHILIP SMITH, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 








Messenger Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. CRIMP, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN 
W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 











Printers—— 
Journals G. E. BRIscoE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Postmaster Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr, J. GLYNN. 





Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Clerk in Journal Otfice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers—— Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JoNEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Oftice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcrRAFT, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. ‘HILLs, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SpRAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R. 
Hospsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——MRr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr, SCANTLEBURY. 
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ELEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1902. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 11TH JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners, that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4). 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Eastbourne Corporation Bill.—Keport from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to ‘lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 23rd of June last and 3rd instant dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed ... ‘ sad on én jad ie 


York Corporation om ee from the Select Cheneinns with Amend- 
ments : cae nee : ee see 


Colwyn Bay and Col and Bi Urban District Council Bill—The King’s con- 


sent signified ; an —— from the Select eneapinisin with Amend- 
ments me me “ee . sibs 


North Metropolitan Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 


Metropolitan District seated vl ae from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments 


Cleethorpes Improvement Bill.—The King’s consent en; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments wa ‘ , ans 


Chard Gas Bill.—Read 3°, and passed. 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 
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Salford Corporation Bill.—Read 3%, with the Amendments ; a further Amend- 
ment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons as ; 


Caledonian Railway Bill.—Read 3", with the inane, 5 and peel and 
returned to the Commons d 


Commercial Gas Bill: Great Central Railway Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments, agreed to “ te 


Local Government Provisional Orders oo = Bill.—Read 3° penny 
to order), and passed . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [1.1 2 ngeeorguematas re- 
ported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3*, on Monday next ‘ 


Local Government Provisional eomeaed = 2) Bill.—Read 3* sesaaaaen 
to order), and passed 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. ade Bill wa 1 aia 3* (accord- 
ing to order), and sent to the Commons sin vee 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2847. Uruguay. 
No. 2848. Western Pacific (Friendly Islands). 
No. 2849. Corea. 
No. 2850. China (Foochow). 


Pusiic Recorps (IRELAND).—-Thirty-fourth ~— of the may Keeper of 
the Records, for the year 1901 a , ne ae as 


INpiIA (NorTH-WEsT FRONTIER).—Shahsud Waziri operations. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


INDIA (FOREIGN JURISDICTION).—Order in Council, 1902. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Midwives Bill. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, to 
Monday next, a quarter past Four o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 1llrx JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLiep WirH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :-— 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. ~) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next 


Huddersfield Corporation Bill: MaNncuester Corporation (GENERAL 
Powers Bitt.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to owe 


Stonehaven Town Hall Order Confirmation Bill pny —Read the third 
time, and passed, without Amendment ae es 


Commons Regulation aati seated anand Bill.—Read the third 
time and passed . “ ‘ an 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bili isan —Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment oe fo 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, &c.) Bill 
[| Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday 
next ; whe : ane ed 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION.—Bill to con- 
firm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Glasgow and South Western Railway, ordered 
to be brought in Y by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland e ma 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill.—To 
confirm a Provisional Order under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the Glasgow and South Western Railway, 
presented accordingly ; ; and, “under 62 and 63 Vic., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered 
to be considered upon Monday next ... ‘ii ad ; : 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 


Amendments to, Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lords], 
without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Bridgend (Glamorganshire) Gas 
and Water, Goring and Streatley Dis strict Gas ‘and Water, Marlow Water, 
Mid Kent W. ater, “and Pinxton Water.’ [Gas and Water Orders Confir- 
mation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps}.—Read the 


first time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 271} ve a saa oes See ne da 


PETITIONS. 
EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration ; From 
East Worldham ; Leicester sited Talgarrey ; and Holton St. Nicholas ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ sia +s ‘a se ae 


; to lie upon the Table ... 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PuBLIC RecoRDs (IRELAND).—Copy presented of thirty-fourth Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records and Keeper of the State — in 
Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table so 


TRUSTEE SAvincs Banxks.—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 24th 
June ; Mr. Mount] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No 267]... 


Crorrers’ HoLpInGs (SCOTLAND) ACT on AMENDMENT Bitit.—Second 
Reading upon Tuesday next , _ nes oa 


ScHoot BoarD ELECTORATE (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Second crap -™ besaand 
next eee eee eve see eee ose . ooo 


SEA FISHERIES (IRELAND) AcT, 1883.—Return ordered “ of the sums expended 
to date on Sea Fisheries (Ireland) Harbours, Piers, and Boatslips (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 272, of Session 1898).—(Jr. 
Moore) ... ave we Nr i _ “ns wis one as 


Etectric LiGHTinc ProvisionaL Orpers (No. 7) Birt [Lorps}.—Copy 
ordered, “of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders No. 7 Bill [Lords].”"—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


WUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—ALLEGED BLACKMAILING OF THIRD-CLASS NATIVE 
PASSENGERS. wn Mr. Weir (Ross and staihiidil Answer, India 


INDIAN RAILWAYS—TENDERS FOR LocoMOTIVES.—Question, Mr. Bonar Law 
(Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; Answer, India Office ree is ase 


IRELAND—Dvuty oF UNDER SECRETARY TO THE Lorp LIEUTENANT.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Irish Office 





SoutH AFR ENTERIC FEVER AMONG THE TROOPS—STATISTICS.—Question, 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, War Office adh 


VOLUNTEER LONG SERVICE MEDAL.—Question, Mr. Plummer (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) ; Answer, War Office See, yah aes a ie one 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


LONDON WaTER BILL—EQUALISATION OF WATER CHARGES.—Questions, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.), and Mr. Sydney Buxton 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answers, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, $8.) ... : oa a ae 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 
Police Reservists Bill. 
Prison Officers (Pensions) Bill, without Amendment. 
Amendments to Musical Copyright Bill [Lords. } 
And have made a consequential Amendment to the Bill 


Page 


6 


~! 


~I 


io 4 





July 11.) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


London Water (Re-committed) Bill. 


Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. 


W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Capt. Norton (Newington, W.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
progress ; 


Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. 


“That the Chairman do report 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Captain Norton.) 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr ‘Walter Lona, 
Bristol, S.) eee eee eee eee eee oe 
Mr, Asquith (Fife, E.) 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.).. 
Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, W. R. ‘i Sowerby) . “ 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder ( Wiltshire, 6 Chippe nham) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) a 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8.) .. 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower ‘Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) 
Mr. John Burns (Batterse a) aise 
Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehous sé)... 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) : nar 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberrwell, N. ) 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 86; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 285.) 
(1.40.) 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 be postponed.” 
—(MrSydney Buzaton.) 


Mr. Walter Lony 

Mr. Lough ... 

Mr. Mellor . ; 

Sir J. Dickson- Poynde , 

Dr, Maenamara 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. ) 

Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester a NW. ) 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, N.) 


Mr. 


Sir 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Walter Long ... ee 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Iikeston) — 
Moulton (Cornwall, Launceston) 
Corrie Grant ... 





Capt. Norton 


The CHAIRMAN called the attention of the Committee to the conduct of Captain 
Norton, Member for Newington (West Division), who persisted in irrele- 
vance, and directed him to discontinue his speech. 


xiii 


Page 


10 





xiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 11.) Page 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101 ; Noes, 163. (Division List No. 286.) 


Capt. Norton a ons as Pre mae ee B53 a 51 
Mr. Walter Long ... bith wea eck “de ae oe pee 51 
Mr. Lough... aac es aes cas reo = ae i 53 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 1, line 8, to leave out the words ‘acquiring by purchase 
and of.’”—(.Mr. ‘Lough. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 





Mr. Walter Long . 54 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 55 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 56 
Mr. John Burns 57 
Capt. Jessel (St. Paneras, S. ) ‘ 59 
Sir Robert Reid ee Burghs) 60 
Dr. Macnamara 60 
Mr. Lough... 62 
Capt. Norton 63 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 192; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 287.) 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Factory ACTS—FRUIT PRESERVING ORDER NAL EXPLANATION.—On the 
Motion for adjournment :— 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) ... nas sie u— & 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department C Ur. titchie, Croydon) 68 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 14TH JULY, 1902. 
THE EArL OF Minto.—Took the Oath ans ss ma ase ie 69 


REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR IRELAND.—Writs and Returns electing the 
Lord Oranmore and Browne a Representative Peer for Ireland in the 
room of the Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency, deceased, with 
the certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland’ annexed thereto : 
Delivered (on oath), and certificate read “ns a on .. 69 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with :— 
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London United Tramways. 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 


Post Office Sites. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 
West Gloucestershire Water Bill.—Read 3*, and passed 


Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill—Read 3°, with the Amend- 


ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Midland Railway Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments; further Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons mae Pe 


Norwich Corporation (Electricity, etc.) Bill—Read 3*, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) 
Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments; a further Amendment made ; 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Stonehaven Town Hall Order Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]; Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to Se ‘ a se 


Huddersfield img Bill ; Manchester Corporation (General Powers) 
Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3* 


(according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirmation Bill os di Glasgow Cor- 
poration (Gas, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill [H.L. r ead 3* * (according to 
order), and passed, and sent to the “ney 


Commas Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons; read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 
(No. 149.) na oes 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLontgs : ANNUAL.—No. 356. Falkland Islands ; Report for 1901 ... 


SEWAGE DisposaAL (RoyAL CoMMISsION).—Second Report of the Com- 
missioners appointed to inquire and report what methods of treating and 
disposing of sewage may properly be adopted. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 

SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY Societies (Post Orrick SAavincs BANkKs 
Funp) (Savings Banks Funps) (FRIENDLY SociETIES Fwunp).— 
Accounts for the year ended 31st December, 1901 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 8th July, 1902, declaring that 
Spencer James, Post Office Sorting Clerk, Exeter, was appointed 
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without a civil service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his Department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 70 


RESIGNATION OF LorD SALISBURY.—The New Prime Minister. 


The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of — 71 
Eurl Spencer 73 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of} Hals shery 75 
The Earl of Rosebery an 75 
The Duke of Abercorn 77 
The Earl of Feversham 77 
Licensing Bill.—[{Seconp Reapinc.]|—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
Lord Belper sot ae ‘is pae me se es jin 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Belper.) 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester ... me sis oe oe we « 
The Earl of Camperdown ... ies sien ay jos as Bh 9] 
Lord Windsor bid wd me wins nas a ons .. $8 
Lord Heneage ee oe bs sail a oe a sain ae 
Earl Spencer walk wie re me ee sia as. 30 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Monday next. 
Labour Bureaux (London) Bill.—Bill read 3°. 
Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 3, page line 14, after ‘employment,’ to insert 
‘Borough Councils shall Bi: require that persons employ ed in the 
management of these bureaux, or persons seeking employ ment through 
the said bureaux, shall be members of a trade union. ’”__(The Earl “of 
Ieimyss.) 

Lord Tweedmouth . uss <5 96 
The Secretary to the Bourd of Trade le (The B Earl of Dull v) wnt on, OS 
The Earl of W. emyss : ree rte 97 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Bill passed. 


University of Wales (Graduates) Bill.—Read 3", (according to order), and 
passed. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six o'clock, till To- 
morrow, a quarter past Four o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 14TH JULY, 1902. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North British Railwa ay (General Powers) Bill: Nottingham and Retford 
Railway Bill. Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to — 


Imperial Institute Bill sites —Read the third time, and segue without 
Amendment ro “en . ; ‘ok 


Bristol parpenatien Bill aes hn amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time... ; ses de ae sae 


Medway and Thames Canal Bill {[Lorps].—As amended, considered ; A 


Clause added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time... 


London United Electric Railways Bill (Lorps]}: Piccadilly, City, and 
North-East London Railway Bill {[Lorps].—Second Reading postponed by 
the Chairman of Ways and Means under Order viene May] till Wednesday, 
at the Evening Sitting ... nee re oF 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lorps], ete.—Ordered, That in 
the case of the Motions for Instructions to the Committees on the Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Bill Type the Brompton and Piccadilly 
Circus Railway (New Lines, ete.) Bill [Lords], the Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill [Lords], the Charing Cross, 
Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords], the Great Northern 
and Strand Railway Bill [Lords], and the North-West London Railway Bill 
[Lords], Standing Order 207 be suspended, and that the Instructions, if 
moved, be allowed to ditimaiie although ditt aan Chairman dd sins 
and Means) ; 


London United Electric Railways Bill | Lorps] etce.—Ordered, That in the 
case of the Motions for Instructions to the Committees on the London 
United Electric Railways Bill [Lords], and the Piccadilly, City, and North- 
East London Railway Bill [Lords], Standing Order 207 be suspended, and 
that the Instructions, if moved, be allowed to proceed although opposed.— 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means) ... ‘xe Ja ea i 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments - 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill.—Con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time upon Wednesday 


Tramways Orders Confirmation om. 2) _ [Lorps].—Read a second 
time, and committed ‘ aii Ss ous ve 


Whitstable Improvement Bill lag hoes Chairman of Ways and Means, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. 83 relating to Private Bills, informed 
the House that, in his opinion, the Whitstable “Improv ement Bill {Lords}, 
though unopposed, ought to be treated as an opposed Private Bill... ose 


Devonport Corporation (Water) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed sei pen 
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Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table... mn — oe on xe ee su roe «$5 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow. 


Private Bits (Group M).—Sir JAMES WoopHoUsE reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group M of Private Bills, That, there being no further business 
ready for the consideration of the Committee, they had adjourned until 
Tuesday, 22nd July, at half-past Twelve of the clock , ‘ 99 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill, 
Chard Gas Bill, withont Amendment, 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill, 

Salford Corporation Bill, 

Caledonian Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bermondsey (Extension), Stoke New- 
ington, and Woolwich.” [Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. &) Bill 
(Lords). | 


Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a certain Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
the Society of Accountants in Aberdeen.” [Aberdeen Accountants Order 
Confirmation Bill (Lords). | 


And also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to 
Glasgow Corporation (Gas, ete.).” [Glasgow Corporation (Gas, etc.) Order 
Confirmation Bill (Lords).| — ... wad pen ane si den .- 9 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 274. } 8 nad ss on vd ful a ve soe 308 


Local Government (Scotland) Bill.—‘“ To make further provision for Local 
Government in counties in Scotland ; and for other purposes,” presented by 
Mr. Maxwell, under Standing Order No, 31 ; supported by Mr. Nicol, Mr. 
Crombie, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Hozier, and Mr. Renshaw ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 4th August, and to be printed. [Bill 272] ... 100 


Local Authorities (Bills in Parliament) Bill—“‘To amend the Local 
Government Act, 1888, by empowering County Councils to promote Bills in 
Parliament, and to amend the Borough Funds Act, 1872,” presented by 
Mr. Long, under Standing Order No. 31; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 273.] ee son Pe <« we 


PETITIONS. 


AMEEROON, SRI, AND OTHERS.—Petition of Sri Ameeroon and others, for 
redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table os so ws .- 101 
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BAakHsH KAuni.—Petition of Kahi Bakhsh, for redress of grievances; to lie 
upon the Table ... ae pe a ne 24 jn 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.— Petitions against : From Newcastle- 
on-Tyne; Dundee; Hull (three); and Sutton-on-Hull; to lie upon the 
Table . st eae sng iol roe ‘a wa _— 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Hunsworth; Chipping saemanadh Miles iene ; setinghe and Exeter —_ 5 ‘ 


to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Paisley, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table ‘ _ ais sik — - 


Honorary FREEDOM OF BorouGHS EXTENSION BiLtu.—Petition from Ber- 
mondsey, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . one ine ve 


KIsHORE, JUGAL.—Petition of Jugal Kishore, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table + a - “on * a 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLu.—Petition from Ber- 
mondsey, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ne 0 on one 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petition from Witham, 
against ; to lie upon the Table tah “ ae inp on 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SoOcIETIES.—Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt to the credit of 
the Post Office Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 31st December, 1901, 
and of the Fund for the Banks for Savings and the Fund for Friendly 
Societies for the year ended 24th November, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon 


the Table, and to be printed. [No. 268.] 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 8th 
July, 1902, declaring that Spencer James, post office sorting clerk, Exeter, 
was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on 
the part of the Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SEWAGE DisposaL (RoyAL ComMission).—Copy presented, of second Report 
of the Commissioners appointed to inquire and report what methods of 
treating and disposing of sewage may pr oper ly be adopted [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table he “ a oat pas een ae 


ELectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 7) Bit [Lorps].—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 11th July, Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 269.] ... _ oe 


LocaL TAxaTion LiceNcEs, 1901-2.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd June, Mr. Grant Lawson]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 270.] fo - _ a6 es -_ 
COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 356 
(Falkland aaa Annual = for deat [by rs to lie upon 


the Table 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2847 to 2850 [by seeiiiiads to lie 
upon the Table - in ‘ . dus 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


AFRICAN PROTECTORATES—IMPERIAL GRANTS.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Foreign Office we 


AFRICAN PROTECTORATES—COMPARATIVE TRADE STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. 
John Ellis; Answer, Foreign Office sl at Bas a 


CHINA—EVACUATION OF TIENTSIN BY THE POWERS.—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Foreign Office ... 


ForREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE Moray Firtu.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Scottish Office ‘ ms oe a ae 





GuLAscow LICENSING CoURT UBLIC MONEY SPENT ON REFRESHMENTS.— 
Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; Answer, Scottish Office... 


PosTMEN’s SUMMER UNIFORM AND HEADGEAR.—Question, Mr Arthur Lee 
(Hampshire, Fareham) ; Answer, Post Office ae , 





CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE {RAPHISTS’ GRIEVANCES.— 
Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W, ); ‘Answer, Post Office.. 





CiviL SERVICE—AsSISTANT CLERKS (ABSTRACTOR CLAss).—Question, Mr. 
Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Treasury nee ee 


Mr. Claude 





VOLUNTEERS IN PosTAL SERVICE—CAMPING LE: 
Hay ; Answer, Post Office 


Irn1sH TEA AND Topacco Dvutikss, Etc. ee Mr. Lough adi W.); 
Answer, Treasury = Pie “ — iets 


RAILWAY EXTENSION ON INDIAN FRONTIERS AND IN PERSIA.—Question, Mr. 
Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, India Office we as sis 
CounciL OF INDIA APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India 
Office ; oe ae ae aaa ec “a 


INDIAN PosTAL SAVINGS BANKS—INVESTMENTS OF DEPOSITS.—(Question, 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, India Office ae ~ De ne 


Roya COLLEGE OF SCIENCE, IRELAND—TEACHING OF ELECTRICAL ENGINEERS. 
—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Irish Office... 


In1sH INTERMEDIATE EpUCATION BOARD—SCIENCE SYLLABUS.—Question, Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Irish Office... ais oe ie ae aaa ee 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN CAVAN UNION.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, 
W.) ; Answer, Irish Office _ ; a 


BALACLAVA VETERAN, GEORGE MANGHAN.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
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The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir John 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs)... wee _ sas ... 150 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, 8.) ... ee mat re a “en re .« 160 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 
Mr. Herbert Levis... xan _— oa co i nee «a Tea 


Amendme 





“In page 2, line 23, to leave out from the word ‘have’ to the 
word ‘ the’ in line 35.” —(M/r. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. Walter Long rs 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Alfred Hutton.. 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse 

Mr. Lloyd- -(reorge eee 

Mr. Bryce ss 

Sir Francis Powell ( W igan) os 

Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northw ich) .. 

Sir John Gorst .. eo 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W. -) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Sir. William Anson (Oaford U “niversity)... 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) . nad es si 
The Prime Minister and First Lord yi the _ Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 33, to leave out ‘and duties.’”—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts.) 


Question proposed. 


“That the words ‘and duties’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Sir John Gorst 
Amendment negatived. 
Mr. Channing 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, after ‘1900,’ to insert the words ‘ and if at 
any time the Board of Education are satisfied that the authority have 
failed to perform any such duty, the Board may send them a requisi- 
tion requiring them to fulfil the duty which they have so failed to per- 
form.’ ”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst ‘ia 
Mr, Corrie Grant (IV ‘arwickshire, Rughy) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ... ss 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 34, after the word ‘Committee,’ to insert the 
words ‘as set out in the Fifth Schedule hereto.’” —(Sir Joseph 
Leese.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Walter Long ane 

Mr. Corrie Grant ... se 

Ur. Bousfield me x) 

Ur. Bryce eas “ ‘ 

Mr, A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, » Poplar) 
Mr. Samuel Evans 


Question put. 


oe 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105; Noes, 277. (Division List No. 288.) 
Mu r. Herbert Lewis 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, after the word ‘the,’ to insert the word 
‘full.’ ”—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ full’ be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst 

Mr. Brynmor Jones 

Mr. Lloyd-George 

Sir John Gorst ‘ 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshi: ey N. ) 

Mr. Charles Mc Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 
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Mr. Samuel Evans 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
Sir John Brunner 
Mr. Corrie Grant 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 


his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 6 :— 
Mr. Yorall 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 35, after the word ‘control,’ to insert the words ‘and 


regulations.’ ”—(Mr. Yoxall.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘and regulations’ be there inserted.” 


Sir John Gorst 
Mr. Brynmor Jones 


Amendment negatived. 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, V.R., Elland) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, after the word ‘control,’ to insert the words 


‘and inspection.’ ”—( Mr. Trevelyan.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Sir Francis Powel 

Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. Brynmor Jones 

Mr. McKenna 

Mr. George White : 
Mr, Abel Thomas (¢ ‘armarthenshire, E. )- 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ee ee 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 68 ; Noes, 194. 


(Division List No. 289.) 
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Mr. Brynmor Jones 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, to leave out the word ‘secular.’ ”—(J/,. 


Brynmor Jones.) 
Question proposed, “That the word ‘secular’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Bryce ... 

Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, NE. ) 

Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 
Sir John Gorst ‘ ees 
Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, WR. * Sowerby) 

Mr. H. C. Richards —— E. ) 

Dr. Macnamara : : 

Mr. Abel Thomas ... 

Mr. Lyttleton (Warwick: and Leaming gton)... 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 
Mr. Charles McArthur a see 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Sir John Gorst 

Mr, Samuel Evans 

Sir Richard Jebb (Cambr idg U. niversity) 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... wt 
Mr. Lloyd-George 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 96. (Division List No. 290.) 
Mr. Priestley (Grantham) ... 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 35, after the word ‘secular,’ to insert the words 


‘and physical. ’”—(Mr. Priestley.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Whitley ne ine ee sae wan ove cee 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday. 
Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill [Lorps]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow ... 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 157 JULY, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill.—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The Orders made on 20th of June last and 3rd instant dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed for Thursday next inst oe 


Metropolitan Railway Bill.—Reported, with Amendments .. 


Croydon and amen eased eae f Bill. irssianiit with Amend- 
ments eee eee eee 





East Worcestershire Water Bill—Read 3°, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill; Cleethorpes Improve- 
ment Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons wee 


Imperial Institute Bill [H.L.]|.—Returned from the Commons, agreed to 


Educational Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, Etc.) 
Bill [1.L.}.—Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments ... 


North British Railway (General Powers) Bill; Nottingham and Retford 
Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


London County Council (General eee -_. a ane from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments oe ; 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. ) Bill.—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 14th day of March last, “ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Thursday, the 19th dayjof June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read age agreed to. Bill read 2 2* accordingly, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next 


Rothesay Tramways (Extension) Order Cane | oe —Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed , ‘ 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1*; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 
151.) re ies + 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INDIA (FAMINE).—Papers regarding the famine and the relief operations in 
India during 1900-1902 :— 


Vol. I. British Districts. 
Vol. II. Native States. 


Trade Reports :— 

I. Annual Series— 
No, 2851. Germany (Frankfort-on-Main). 
No. 2852. Austria-Hungary. 
No. 2853. Mexico (Vera Cruz). 
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II. Miscellaneous Series— 
No. 578. Trade and Economic State of Vilayet of siti during the 
past forty years ane ia ” one .- 218 
QUEEN’S CoLLEGE, GALWAY.—Annual Report of the President for the Session 
1901-1902. 
217 Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... ont we 318 
917 | YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS ACT, 1901.—Summary Jurisdiction Rules, made by the 
* Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table... ee sive oa ons en a wae 
217 
217 | Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.—Reported from 
the Standing Committee without further Amendment. The Report of the 
Amendments made in Committee of the Whole House to be received on 
Thursday next ... 219 
217 
Shop Clubs Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee with further 
217 Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made in Committee of the 
Whole House, and by the Standing Committee, to be received on Thursday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 150.) si nae as fae 
217 
SouTH AFRICA—FACILITIES FOR BRITISH SETTLERS. 
217 The Earl of Camperdown ... bay ie via eae ae ax gee 
Lord Windsor wae Be sie ees eee oe sone | 
la Lord Lovat sia ha cat es ce ea moe «a woe 
217 Lord Ribblesdale 2% ae he _ ise j 225 
The Earl of Mayo ... a 227 
The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The ‘Earl of Onslow) aso «28 
House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o'clock, to Thursday 
next, a quarter past Four o'clock. 
218 —* — — 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 15TH JULY, 1902. 


218 | The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


18 
Barry Railway Bill me ps ].—{Not amended], considered ; to be read the third 
time ia bee =? eae ae oe os Doe 
North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill [Lords].—Consideration, 
as amended, postponed by the Chairman of Ways and Means under Order 
[1st May] till Tuesday next, at the evening sitting ... ae on ww» 235 
Ystradfellte Water Bill {Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed ... 235 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed _ : wee 235 


STANDING ORDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee, “That in the 
case of the Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords], Petition 
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for dispensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of the Petition of the 
‘Limehurst Rural District Council ’ against the Bill, the said Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with 


Resolution agreed to 


MEssAaGE FrRoM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—West Gloucestershire 
Water Bill, without Amendment ; Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill, 
Midland Railway Bill, Norwich Corporation (Electricity, ete.) Bill, Great 
Central and Midland dhessints ee Yorkshire ee 3 Bill, with 
Amendments ... P me 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against : From Oe 
Aberamon ; Manchester ; and Salford ; to lie upon ‘the Table 


EpucaTioN (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILu.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Adlingfleet ; Bexley Heath ; Boyton and Corton ; Hope Mansel ; Sherman- 
bury ; Leicester (fourteen) : Blackley ; Kingston-on-Thames ; Launceston ; 
Birkenshaw ; Standish (five); Bryngwyn; Hodnet; Stepney; Brook ; 
Lambeth ; Birmingham ; Newbur ae Newton Heath ; ; Limehouse ; Leesfield ; 
Eglwys Cummin; and South Wigston ; to lie upon the Table i - 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petition from Bembridge in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table oe ow ons me ~ a 


VACCINATION BILL.—Petition from Catford, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Gas ComMPANIES (METROPOLIS).—Copy presented, of Accounts of the Metro- 
politan Gas Companies for the year 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 271.] . ni se ae aes ie 


East INpIA (NortH West FRONTIER).—Copy presented, of Papers relating 
to the Mahsud-Waziri Operations on the North-West Frontier of India 
[hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


East [NDIA (FAMINE).—Copy presented, of Papers regarding the Famine and 
the Relief Operations in India during 1900-1902. Vol. I. British Districts 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table ons as wis pe ‘ 


East INDIA (FAMINE).—Copy presented, of Papers regarding Famine and 
the Relief Operations in India during 1900-1902 [Vol. II. Native States 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table on _ it 


QUEEN’s COLLEGE (GALWAY).—Copy presented, of Report of the President for 
the session 1901-2 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table a “ 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS ACT, 1901.—Copy presented, of Summary Jurisdiction 
Rules made by the Lord Chancellor of Ireland under the Youthful 
Offenders Act, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 578 {by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table aA — e me 





Page 


to 
ww 
or 


236 


236 


Lo 
oa 
for) 


236 








July 
TRA 


INC 


PUB 


MEN 


RA 


Name of Company. 


Mus! 


Croy 


DEER 


ORD» 
( 


PRES! 


4 


ge 


35 


29> 
7) 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. XXXxi 


July 15.] 

TRADE ReEporTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 1285 to 2853 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table .. ‘i sh see in soe = ‘ssi set 


IncoME TAX ASSESSMENTS.—Return ordered, “of the number of Assessments 
to the Income Tax for the year ending the 5th day of April, 1901 (in the 
same classes and in the same amounts as stated in, and in continuation of, 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 317, of session 1901).”—(Mr. Bartley) 


Pustic Works LoAns Brii.—Copy ordered, “of Statement of Particulars of 
Loans of which the balances outstanding are proposed to be remitted or 
written off (in whole or in part) from the assets of the Local Loans Fund.” 
—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain) ... one 





MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON TRAMWAYS BILL [ Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed oe ws 


RAILWAYS (STOCK, ETC.).—Return ordered, “ showing the holding of Debenture, 
Preference, and Ordinary Stock of Railways of the United Kingdom, and 
Shareholders, in the following form :— 


L. 2. 3. 4. 
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(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 219, of session 1886).”—(Mr. 
Claude Hay)... aan si sien one ve oe sn 


MusicaL CopyricHTt BitL[Lorps].—Lords consequential Amendment to the 
Bill to be considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to... Sig 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
CROMARTY FirntH—ForrtIFICATION OF THE SuTORS.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty); Answer, Admiralty es aN a ee 
Deer Forest Return, 1899.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Scottish Office ... 


ORDNANCE SURVEY—COAST EROSION IN YORKSHIRE—HUMBER NAVIGATION.— 
Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Board of Trade as 


PRESERVATIVES COMMITTEE’S REPORT—ACTION OF EASTBOURNE SANITARY 
AUTHORITIES. — Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answer, Local Government Board a sea ne 4 








XXXii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 15.) 
InDIAN Ramtway INnquiry.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, India Office ihe 


INDIAN RAtLWAYs—LOCOMOTIVES, TENDERS.—Question, Sir Joseph Lawrence 
(Monmouth Boroughs) ; Answer, India Office - we we fia 


ADEN DEFENCE WorkKS—CHARGE ON INDIAN REVENUES. eaieniine Mr. Weir; 
Answer, India Office... aot te rae am ¢ sie ae 


SHANGHAI—INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENT MIxeEp CouRT—ACTION OF FRENCH 
REPRESENTATIVE.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh : ; Answer, Foreign 
Office... — eit ‘ = > ve sh sn a 


CONSTITUTION HILL—SCAVENGING.—Question, Sir sihapties enemies 
ton, E.); Answer, Office of Works... , ‘ ‘ om “a 


LocaL TAXATION (IRELAND) ACCOUNT—APPROPRIATION OF UNEXPENDED 
BALANCE.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Irish Office 


New KI~MAJNHAM UrBAN Counci, Avpit.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Irish Office ae oe ae om ose 
SANDHURST COLLEGE—INCENDIARY FIRES AND DISTURBANCES—INDISCRIMIN- 
ATE PUNISHMENT OF CADETS.—Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, 
E.) ; Answer, War Office es es we be is me 


CerLton—Opium SnHop Licences.—Question, Sir Joseph Pease (Durham, 
Barnard Castle) ; Answer, Colonial Office “is oe ae Re 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 





SoutH AFRICAN WAR—GOVERNMENT COMMUNICATIONS WITH Mr. KRUGER. 
Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manche »ster,E.) 


SIEGE OF LADYSMITH—S1R GEORGE WHITE’S DESPATCHES.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... or cae si ae oi nes 


Sir GEorRGE WHITE AND Sir REDVERS BULLER.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ae me Bei sa oe ‘i 


“ Minirary Notes on DutcH RepuBLIC IN SouTH Arrica.”—Question, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones (Swansea Districts); Answer, Mr. Brodrick - 


SANDHURST COLLEGE—INCENDIARY FIRES AND  DISTURBANCES—INDIS- 
CRIMINATE PUNISHMENT OF CADETS.—Questions, Mr. Winston Churchill 
(Oldham), Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich), Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford), 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W. V) and Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick.. ot ine eal pine Zan ee 


VOLUNTEER PRovIsiONAL Camps.—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan slea ‘armarthen- 
shire, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick... was or ee ide 


Crown ForESHORE NEAR Cork HARBouR.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick... one — cu evs oe 


ARMY RECRUITING,—Question, aatiaas Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick.. ona ee ae sa wa ee rn am 
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Giascow Exectric TRAM FaTALITIEs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


ELECTRICITY IN MINES.—Question, Mr. Markham ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ; we 


QUEEN’s CoTTAGE GrRouNnDs, Kew GaARDENS.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works 
(Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ... 


EXTRADITION WITH THE UNITED STATES—IRISH CRIMES.—Question, Mr. Leamy 
(Kildare, N.); Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
(Londonderry, N.) om on an — a ose eee soa 


LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND—PAYMENT OF INSTALMENTS.—Question, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ; na ss ues Las os 


TECHNICAL EpucaTION tN IRELAND—THE EQUIVALENT GRANT.—Questions, 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ; 


ANCIENT LAws OF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... he ae ae ee te a ; fe 


LorD DE FREYNE.—Questions, Mr. Leamy and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ; por aye ain eas i om ss 


EX-SERGEANT SHERIDAN.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


WexForD SAW MILLS FATALITY.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie sic se 


Mr. KNox MACINTYRE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION AND APOLOGY. 
Mr. John Redmond 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Labour Bureaux 
(London) Bill; University of Wales (Graduates) Bill 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee 
of Selection ; That they had added to the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, the 
following Fifteen Members in respect of the Lands Valuation (Scotland) 
Amendment (No. 2) Bill:—Sir William Arrol, Mr. Craig, Mr. Cripps, 
Colonel Denny, Sir William Dunn, Mr. John Edward Gordon, Mr. Bonar 
Law, Sir John Leng, Mr. M‘Crae, Mr. Nicol, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. 
Soames, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Ure, and Mr. Wylie. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER.—Ordered, That Sir Herbert Maxwell be dis- 
charged, and that Mr. Cochrane be added to the Committee.—(Sir William 
Walrond) : eons aes ve 
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NEW BILLS. 


Public Works Loans Bill.—‘ To grant money for the purpose of certain Local 
Loans out of Local Loans Funds; and for other purposes relating to Local 
Loans,” presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing Order 31 ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 275.] 


Factory and Workshop Act (1901) Amendment Bill.—‘ To amend the 
Law relating to the provisions for escape from fire in Factories and Work- 
shops,” presented by Mr. Tennant, under Standing Order 31 ; supported 
by Captain Norton and Mr. Hugh Law ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed. {Bill 276.] 


SUPPLY.—{SeveNnTEENTH ALLOTTED Day. | 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS Estimates, 1902-3.—CLass IV. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, * That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,421,862 be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Board of Education, and of the various Establishments connected there- 
with, including sundry Grants in Aid.” 


Dr. Macnumara (¢ ‘umberwell, N.)... 

Sir Albert Rollit Islington, 8S.) ... sas 

Mr. Alfred Hutton (Vor shire, W.F.. Morl: 4) 

Major Rusch (Esse L, Che usford) oe 

Niy Joseph Leese (Luneashive, Arcrington) ‘oo 

Ali. Whitley (Halifax) niet sea i 

Mr. Lioyd-Creorge (Carnarrou Boroughs) ose eee 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E. aaa aha nas ote ae 

The Vive Preside nt of the Huard of Education (Nv, Tohu G vst, Cambiridy 
Unive rsity) — eee one 

Mr. Bi ii (Vorkshire, WR, Ie iyhli 4) 

Mr. Gibson Bowls s (Linn Re is) oon 

Mr. Youu] (Nottingham, IT.) 

Sir John Gorst cae aoe ate 

Mr. IT wry Hohhouse (Soni ist tsh 1) e, 

Mr. [1 rhert Rol rts ( 1h whigh sh ire, I] a 

Mr. Brigg aes ane 

Mr. Eminott (Oldham) joke ean 

Mr. Heline (Lancashire ’ Luneaster) 

Mr. }] h ifley 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £200."—-(V/r. Whitley.) 


Sir Joh ” Gorst 
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VYorall .. i ose ee ose 274 

-; Edmund Fitzmaurice (I “iltshire, Cricklade bas waa ~« aa4 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) aoe oF ae Si Raa wow Ban 

Sir John Gorst oes ae ss ete ae Oe 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) nad “ pew bu “oo, ‘BIG 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 177. (Division List No. 291.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £78,706, to complete the sum for Universities and Colleges, Great 
Britain, and Intermediate Education, Wales. 


CLass V. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £277,570, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the expenses in connection 
with His M: ajesty’s Embassies, Missions, and Consular Establishments 
Abroad, and other Expenditure chargeable to the Consular Vote.” 


Sir Alhert Rollit ... ney inca is sad ea 7s ws Bde 
Mr. Brigg one neal ay “ana mere “ne shen ito ain 284 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .:: Ash on se +e nite ae ... 284 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £276,570 
be granted for the said Service.”°-—(V/r. Gibson Bowles.) 


Mr. Yorall ... ae ae ere vr ree anew Eee ane 286 
Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) wai bas ve sia pe a» Bee 
Mr. Lahboucher« (Northampton) Me pis ee baa oa <a See 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign . L{fhuirs (Lord Cranborne, 
Lochester) er ome ree jae as sae dave oes 993 
Sir Edward Gre 7] (Northumberland, Berwick) aoe aks oe os ae 
Nir Charles Dilke (Glouceste rshire, Forest of Dean) ne opie — 307 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.) _ is: 310 
Mr. Louis Stnclair (Essex, Romford) 311 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. 313 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 315 
Lord ¢ ‘ranborne ai7 
Mr, Weir one 


It being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report progress ; 
to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the House of the unavoidable absence of 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. 


Supp.ty [SEVENTEENTH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass IV. 

Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£707,712, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for Public Educstion in 


Scotland, and for Science and Art in Scotland, including a Grant in 
Aid.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£707,612, be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham satin ee 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, wind 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) - 

Mr. A. Graham Murray 


Mr. Caldwell ‘ 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 72; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 292.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Weir ... re “a Pe 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£707,512, be granted for the said Service.”"—(Mr. IV cir.) 


Mr, A. Graham Murray ... i one 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MuRRay rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 127 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 293.) 
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Question put accordingly, “That a sum, not exceeding £707,512, be 
granted, for the said service.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 71; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 294.) 


Mr. A. GRAHAM Murray claimed, “That the original Question be now 
put.” 


Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £707,712, be granted to His 
Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1903, for Public Education in Scotland, and for Science 
and Art in Scotland, including a Grant in Aid.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 295.) 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,316,770, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the salaries and 
expenses of the Inland Revenue Department.” 


Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) nt 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 

Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) 

Mr. T. W. Lussell (Tyrone, S.) 

Mr. Weir ad ae 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,314,770, be granted for the said service.”"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 56; Noes, 134. (Division List No. 296.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


It being after midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report progress ; to 
sit again to-morrow. 


Public Offices (Dublin) Bill.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Amendment to Question. [28th May.] 


“That the Bill be committed to a Select Committee of five Members, 
three to be nominated by the House, and two by the Committee of 
Selection.” —(.Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Which Amendment was— 


? 


“To leave out the word ‘Five,’ and insert the word ‘ Fifteen.’ 
—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 


Question again proposed, ‘“‘That the word ‘Five’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Debate resumed. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Ordered, That the Bill be committed to a Select Committee of nine 
Members, five to be nominated by the House, and four by the Committee 
of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the Bill presented three clear days 
before the meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that 
the Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents 
be heard against the Bill, and counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, Papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.—(M/r. Austen Chamberlain) 
PuBLic OFFIces (DUBLIN) [ADVANCES]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 

Motion made and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to authorise the 
issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, not exceeding in 
the whole £225,000, as may be required for the purposes of any Act 
of the present Session for the acquisition of certain land in Dublin, 
and for the erection and equipment of a Royal College of Science, and 
other buildings for the public service, and to authorise the Treasury, 
for the purpose of providing for the issue and repayment of such sums, 
to borrow money by means of terminable annuities for a period not 
exceeding thirty years, such annuities to be paid out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament for the service of the Commissioners, and if 


those moneys are insufficient, out of the Consolidated Fund.’—QJ/r. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow 
Yardley Charity Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for tomorrow ... 
Pauper Children (Ireland) Bill | Loxps].—Considered in Committee. 


Mr. Wyndham 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Public Libraries es Nae Bill —As amended, considered; Bill read the 
third time, and passed .. , nae oe 


IRISH REcorD ComMISSION. 


Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N. y 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 16TH JULY, 1902. 
The House met at two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Central London Railway Bill {| Lorps], South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill —_— ].—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time 


Glasgow and South Western cnt Order ae Bill.— Read 
the third time, and passed , . 


Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps], Glasgow Cor- 
poration (Gas, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill {Lords |.—Considered ; to be 
read the third time upon Friday Be ins = ne a4 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [Lorps}.—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed si 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against ; from Wakefield ; 


Cheetham Hill; Selby ; Headingly ; Altrincham ; and Teignmouth ; to lie 
upon the Table ... zi se 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitt.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Heigham ; Shrewsbury ; Leaton ; Gailey with Hatherton ; Westwood Heath ; 
Chertsey ; Bedminster (two); East and West Hanney ; Littleworth ; 
Monmouth ; Great Catworth ; Birmingham (four) ; Brightstone ; Edingale ; 
Coventry; Bramber; Marlborough; Bristol: Preshute; Chichester ; 
Coventry ; Bicton ; ypu ; Stepney ; Darwen (two) ; Lightclitte (two) ; 
Crumpsall ; Edenfield ; Gravesend; Whitchurch ; Toxteth Park; Heaton 
Norris; Cheetham Hill; Failsworth (two); Hulme; Gladestry ; Leeds ; 
and Sherborne ; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions in favour; from Black- 
burn ; and Mere ; to lie upon the Table a ve i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


PUBLIC Works Loans Biti.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 15th 
July; Mr. Austen Chamberlain] ; to lie wpon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 272] = Bs ve 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, dated 4th July, 
1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 8) Br {Lorps]}. Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating the nature of the sale contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) 


Bill [Lords].”—(.Ur. Gerald Balfour) ... 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) Brit [Lorps].—Copy ordered, 
‘“‘of Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 

Biil [Lords}.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... . 
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Gas AND WATER OrDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) Brit [Lorps].—Copy ordered, 
“of Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour) ... ove ie ove ose 


East InpIA (FOREIGN ComPETITION LocoMorTivEs).—Address for “Return of 
Correspondence with certain British firms as to the competition between 
German and British manufacturers of railway locomotives.” —(V/r. Bonar Law) 


DusLIN METROPOLITAN PoLice.—Return ordered, “showing (1) the amount 
raised by means of Police Rate for the maintenance of the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police for the years ending 31st day of December, 1852, 31st day 
of December, 1872, 31st day of December, 1892, and 3lst day of March, 
1902, distinguishing in respect of the last mentioned year tae amounts 
contributed by the city of Dublin from those contributed by the rest of the 
district ; (2) the rateable valuation and population of the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police district in each such year ; (3) the amount received for the 
same periods from local revenues such as licences, etc. ; (4) the amount paid 
by His Majesty’s Treasury for same periods ; (5) the strength of the force 
for the same periods, and specifying the number employed in Government 
Departments and private service.”—(]/r. Harrington) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIA—PROPOSED GOVERNMENT ScHooL OF MINES AND METALLURGY.— 
Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Secretary of State for 
India i 


INDIAN STATE RAILWAYS—CoMPETENT FREIGHT CLERKS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Secretary of State for India oud - 


LOMBARD STREET TELEGRAPH STAFF AND THE ABANDONED ROYAL PROCESSION.— 
Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil); Answer, Secretary to the 
Treasury ; _ poe th ea 


BatH TELEGRAPHISTS—DUuAL INCREMENT.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kil- 
kenny) ; Answer, Secretary to the Treasury ... wee 


ENGLISH AND IRISH RAILWAYS—CONVEYANCE OF LivE StTock.—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, President of the Board of Trade 


INptaA—Coronation Durbar AT DELHI.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hamp- 
shire, New Forest) ; Answer, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer a 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DIstRICTS—FISHERMEN’S DWELLINGS IN LEWIS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord Advocate 


ORANGE PROCESSION AT WARRENPOINT, Co. Down.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Chief Secretary to Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 





INFECTIOUS DISEASE NOTIFICATION AND PREVENTION AcTSs.—Question, Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Chief Secretary to Lord Lieutenant of Ireland sil 


VOLUNTEERS—AMMUNITION FOR RIFLE PRACTICE.—Question, Mr. Freeman- 
Thomas (Hastings) ; Answer, Secretary of State for War : 


SouTH AFRICA—REPATRIATION OF BorR PRISONERS.—Question, Mr. Henry J. 
Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, Secretary of State for War 
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MAHARAJAH OF PANNA. ann Mr. Weir ; Answer, First Lord of the 
Treasury oe ; noe oe me ae ie a 


LY ARRANGEMENTS.—-Questions, Mr Pirie 
"sai N. ), Mr. Reginald Lucas iboaaneiaaeeice - heats First Lord 
of the Treasury... aa ss be iat ae ai 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


REMOUNT SCANDALS—ACTION AGAINST MAJOR STUDDERT.—Questions, Mr 
McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.), Mr. Harris (Tynemouth), and Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) fea af bas ge 


SETTLEMENT OF VOLUNTEERS IN SOUTH AFRICA.—Question, Sir George 
Newnes (Swansea Town) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick = nie see 


CHINA—MEDALS FOR CIVILIAN DEFENDERS OF THE LEGATIONS.—Question, 
Colonel arene Sackville sitieaaaesiisaiiie N. ys Answer, Mr. Brod- 
rick . a 


GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF INDIA.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India i G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) os Si ee ‘ ‘ ate es ae ea 


Liguor TRAFFIC IN INDIAN TEA AREAS.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord 
G. Hamilton ans ou ae Satie sac sae si 


INDIAN BupGET.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


UNDERGROUND TELEGRAPH WIRES TO THE NORTH.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee); Answer, The Chancellor of the nemiemans or M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.) : ae Sse , ; 


Maize Duty ResatTe.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.); Sir M. Hicks 
Beach ion oat a vin oie ae _ oa 


BIDEFORD PosTMAN’s GRIEVANCE.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


ORANGE DISTURBANCE AT TULLYHOGUE.—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... #3 


IntsH Prison WaArpERsS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down County, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham wis a ce ee on 


(QUEEN ANNE’s BountTy.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon)... , $s 


Ben NEVIS OBSERVATORY.—Questions, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 
and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . 


DEBATES ON THE EsTIMATES.—Questions, Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) Sir 
Charles Dilke ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie and Mr. A. J. Balfour a 


PusLic Petitions ComMitrEE.—Eighth Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed one ose “a we ons 
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Public Accounts ComMITrEE.—Fourth Report brought up, and read ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [{No. 273.] ” we - 


Police (Superannuation) Bill—‘To amend the Police Act, 1890, with 
respect to Superannuations,” presented by Mr. Jesse Collings, under Stand- 
ing Order No. 31 ; te be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 277.] 

Police Expenses Bill.—‘ To amend the law relating to Expenses of Police 


~~ le by Mr. Jesse Collings, “under Standing Order 
No. to be read a second time upon Monda ay next, and to be “printed. 


[ Bill 278 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Mr. J. W. Lowtuer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
Clause 6 :— 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 55, after the word ‘secular,’ to insert the words 
‘and physical.’ ”—(Ur. Priestley.) 


(Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of ‘the vidal ( Mr. A. PS Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) si 
Mr. P riestley (Grantham) hain 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) " 
Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W R. = Otley) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 6, page 2, line 36, to leave out ‘whether’ and insert 
‘not."—(VUr. Duncan. ) : 


Mr. a. RA Balfour ae 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 36, to leave out the words ‘and School Boards 
and School Attendance Committees shall be abolished in that area.’”— 
( Mr. Lloyd-George. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘and School Boards and School 
Attendance Gommittees shall’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 


* Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) oe ie ah 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshire, Cricklade) ... ai wi aie 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire) 

Sir William Anson (Oxford University) ... 
Mr Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 

Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) 

Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) Pte ne 
Sir William Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 
Mr. A, J. Balfour ... ; - a 
Dr. Macnamara (C ‘amberwell, N. ).. 

Mr. Moss (De nbighshire, E.) 

Mr. Lloyd-George ee 

Mr. Channing ( Northamptonshire, E. ) 

Mr. Edwards (Radnor) ‘ 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) aa 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ... 


The Committee divided ;—Ayes, 265 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 297.) 


Mr, Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 37, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the words ‘if 


the local education authority so decide.’ ”—( Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Herbert Lewis ... ie 

Mr. Samuel Evans (G lamorgans ine: Mid)... 

Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, WR. ae Holmfirth) 


Mr. Runciman 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 262. 


(Division List No. 298.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That Clause 6, as amended, stand 


part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Bryce . as 

Mr, tt. ea Balfour eee see see 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (3 “orkshire, W.L., Morley) 
Mr. Channing ae eas 
Mr. Samuel Evans 

Mr. George White (Norfolk, N. W. :¥ 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 


The P. reside ont of the Loe al Gover ainisiail Saal ( Mr. " Walte r Long, 


Bristol, S.) ; oe 
Lord Ei Imund Fitzmaurice 
Dr. Macnamara ; 

Sir William Mather 
Mr. Helme (Lancaster) 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 287 ; Noes, 102. 


(Division List No. 299.) 
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Clause 7 :— 
Mr. Ellis Griffith 


eee eee = 427 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ose coe ©6428 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Local Government (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bill.—Order read, 
for resuming adjourned debate on Question [7th April], “ That the Bill be 
now read a second time.” 
Question again proposed. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... wan vn ‘ie i ooo ©6429 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. Debate 
to be resumed this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill [Lorps] (By Orper). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time. 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... tay sin me .. 430 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words, ‘ upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ... don ea we 432 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 10. (Division List No. 300.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a Second Time, and committed. 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway (New Lines, Etc.) Bill 
{Lorps] (By OrpER).—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
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Mr. Claude Hay ... ins oe ns oe one one «oe 435 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire, W.R., sti ae ia sia wien oe 439 
Mr. Milvain (Hampstead)... ae ive asi aa w. 439 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill 
[Lorps] [BY ORDER]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Claude Hay ... ee _— es as foe oa sco ©6489 
Bill read a second time and committed. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill.—Bill read 


a second time and committed. 


Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill.—Order for Second Reading 


read. 
Mr. Claude Hay ies ae rom oe soe 441 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder ( W "ilts, ( hippe nha) oe ae os w. 441 
Mr. Courtenay Warner... ar faa Per «.. 442 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) ‘es atic so es os we «442 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) , pes ee Sie ia we 443 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) . oe ae pee bts w. «443 


Bill read a second time. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Great Northern 
and Strand Railway Bill [Lords] to insert, so far as practicable, in the 
Bill provisions to carry out the recommendations as to workmen’s 
trains and fares contained in the Report of the Joint Committee of 
Session 1901 on Underground Railways.—(Sir John Dickson-Poynder,) 


London United Electric Railways Bill [Lorps] (py oRDER).—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Banbury one js ons si oni ose ove w. 444 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Mr. Butcher (York) ror 

Mr. Bull a 

Mr. John Burns oe 

Mr. Peel ( Manchester, aa 

Mr. Ashton (Bedfordahive, ‘Luton) 

Lord Aliwyne fatayyt (Bedfordshire, Biggleswue 
Sir Lewis MacIver (£ vilinbrrgh WV.) ses 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Ih “ulthamstow) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 250; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 301.) 
Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed. 
Mr, Peel 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Committee on the London 
United Electric Railways Bill | Lords] to take security from the under- 
takers for the completion of the whole scheme of railways comprised 
in the Bill, either by making the rights of the undertakers under the 
Bills conditional upon the due performance of their whole undertaking 
or otherwise, as the Committee may think fit.—(1/r. Pee/.) 


North-West London Railway Bill [Lorps] (by orpER). Order for Second 


Reading read. 
Mr. Claude Hay 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Piccadilly, City, and North-East London Railway Bill.—bBill read a 


second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Piccadiily, 
City, and North-East London Railway Bill [Lords] to take security 
from the undertakers for the ting We ion of the whole scheme of rail- 
ways comprised in the Bill, either by making the rights of the under- 
takers under the Bills conditional upon the due performance of their 
whole undertaking or otherwise, as the Committee may think fit.— 
(Mr. Peel.) 


Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time. 


Mr. Johu Redmond 
The Chief Secretary Sor pr ( Ue. I} yudam, Dover) 
Mr. “Flynn ote ; 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now adjourned.” 


—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ... 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Vexford, N.) 
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460 
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146 Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) as bias ars rr ... 460 
446 Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) aoe eae ase i ane ... 460 
447 Mr. Wyndham rod ee _ es =e eS ae ... 460 
450 Mr. John Redmond ais a6 Re ae oa we co, en 
a Mr. A. J. Balfow see et sid abs ae pas -. 462 
5] , 
45] , ; 
152 Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
455 : F : 
3ill read a second time, and committed for Tuesday next. 
Local Government (Scotland) Amendment (No. 2) Bili.—Order read, for 
resuming adjourned debate on Question [7th April], “That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 
Question again proposed. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mil.) ee are ‘ ae «so 468 
455 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 
Rating of Machinery Bill.— Order read for resuming adjourned debate on 
Motion for committal to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. [9th April. ] 
Objection being taken. 
Mr. (Galloway (Manchester, SIT.) pad saa —_ ads a 163 
h 7 ° . . . rr . 
Committee could consider both Bills at the same time. The Motion was 
merely to facilitate the proceedings of the Committee. 
Debate further adjourned till Monday next. 
Day INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) [CONTRIBUTIONS]. — Considered in 
Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of money to 
he provided by Parliament, of contributions towards the custody, in- 
dustrial training, elementary education, and meals of children sent by 
an order of a Court (other than an attendance order) to a certified Day 
Industrial School, of sums not exceeding one shilling per head per week, 
and in the case of children without an order of the Court of a sum not 
exceeding sixpence a week, in pursuance of any Act of the present 
session to provide for the further establishment of Day Industrial 
Schools in Ireland.—(Wr. Wyndham.) 
FOS Resolution to be reported tomorrow ... <s ies sae ioe .. 464 
bos 
ab) BUSINESS OF THE HovsgE. 
Sir William IValrond (Devonshire, Tiverton) oes nn akon das 164 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
a) 
6U 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 17TH JULY, 1902. 


The Lord ORANMORE and BROWNE took the Oath. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order. 
The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill.—Judge’s Report received, and 
ordered to lie upon the Table ... i“ nn —_ baie rte i 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill; Whitechapel and Bow 
Railway Bill;, Finchley Urban District Council Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments... nee are ave — ree ie aes oe 


London United Tramways Bill.— Moved, That the Order made on the 14th 
March last, “ That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2*; agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, 
and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection 7 aa : 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill ; Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ae 


Electric Lighting Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill [u.L.].—A Bill to 
amend the borrowing provisions of the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, and 
the Electrie Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, was presented by the Lord 
Balfour ; read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Tuesday next. 
(No. 152.) 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill.— 
rought from the Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been 
read 2*—(The Lord Balfour)—and reported from the Committee. (No. 
154.) an ssh itt se : , 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill —House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next . 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.— House in Committee 
(according to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived. 
Report of Amendments to be received tomorrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—Committee of the 
Whole House (which stands appointed for this day) put off to Monday next 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill; London County 
Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—The order made on the 3rd 
instant appointing certain Lords the Select Committee to consider the 
Bills discharged was “in ous 
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London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill; London County 


Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill; London United Tramways Bill.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said 
Bills (viz.)— 

E. Denbigh, E. Yarborough, 

L. Muskerry, L. Brassey (¢ hairmean), 

i, Ludlow ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Monday next at twelve o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2854. Turkey (Smyrna). 


No. 2855. France (Marseilles). 
No. 2856. Spain (Barcelona) 


War iN SoutH Arrica.—Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, dated 1st June, 
1902, relative to military operations in South Africa 


RaiLWAYs.—General Report to the Board of Trade on the capital, traffic, and 
expenditure of the railway companies of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1901 


Lanp LAw (IRELAND) AcT, 1887 (Eviction Notices).—Return of the number 
of eviction notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 1902 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION OF GUNPOWDER ON REGISTERED PREMISES AT MARPLE, 
NEAR STOCKPORT).—Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department by Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s lispector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion of gunpowder 
which took place on the registered premises of Messrs. James Lee and Sons, 
New Road, Marple, on the 26th 2h 1902. Presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table 


GAs COMPANIES (METROPOLIS).— Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas Companies 
for the year 190] 


INTERMEDIATE Eyucation (IRELAND).—Additional Rule made by the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland, dated 4th July, 1902 


Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANKs.—Accounts presented of all deposits received and 
paid during the year ended 31st December, 1901, and of the sums received 
and paid by the National Debt Commissioners on account of the Fund for 
the Post Office Savings Bank in the same year. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Public Libraries (Ireland) Bill.— Brought from the Caen read 1*; and 
to be printed. (No. 153.) es , Kee sive 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.— Amendments 
reported (according to order); further Amendments made; Bill to he 
read 3* tomorrow, and to be printed as amended. (No. 155.) 
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Pauper Children as Bill [H.1.]—Keturned from the Commons, 


agreed to aoe ? ee , aia sa GS 
Musical Copyright Bill | ml" wees from the Commons, with the con- 


sequential Amendment std & by the Lords to the Amendments made by 
the Commons, agreed to =a Bs a ree a. .. 468 


Soutw ArricaN War—Vore or THANKS TO THE ForcEsS—Lorp Roperts’ 
REPLY, 


The Lord Chanecllor (The Earl of Lalshiury) : {G8 
The letter was ordered to be entered on the Journals. 
Post Office Sites Bill.—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
The Postmaster General (The Maryue ss of Londouderi WY) ss : ; $69 
Bill read 2" (according to order), and committed. 
Shop Clubs Bill.—Amendments reported (according to order), 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) . 469 
Amendment moved— 


‘In Clause 7, page 2, line 32, after ‘branch, to insert ‘and in 
application to Scotland the word ‘registrar’ means the registrar as 
detined in that Act.” °—(Lord Balfour of Burl: igh.) 


On question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill to he read Z tomorrow, and to he printed as amended (No 156 q 


Minitary EDUCATION. 


Moved, “ To resolve that, in the opinion of this House, immediate steps 
should be taken with a view to remedy the de plorable state of things 
disclosed in the Report of the Committee on Military Kdueation, and 
in particular that an Inspector General of Military Education, with an 
adequate stall, should be at once appointed in accordance. with the 
recommendation of the Report.” —( Lord Monksivel].) 


Lord Harris te ict i on 


Lord Lishop ft Hereford : aac aon ave ° {87 
The Uuder Seeretary of State for War (Lerd Raglan). « 492 
Lord Dewmen x a oA a5 a . 493 
Loril Ribhlesdale ... sau Ws ee an soe OE 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affaics (Th Marquess of Lansdowne)... 498 
Lovd Monksiell — ... oe we ron Min ; ae co “ee 


On Question, resolved in the affirmative. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Seven o'clock, till to- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


Ed 


Ele 


Gas 


Leic 


Has 


Wre 


Mess 


Coun 


s 


Epve: 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 17.) 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, lito JULY, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYs AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 


House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ProvisioNaL Orper Bitts [Lorps]; (Standing Orders Applicable Thereto 
Complied With).—Mr, SpEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. : 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill | Lorps} : 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords}—Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time tomorrow she a + 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill | Lorps}.—Keported, 
without Amendment (Provisional Orders confirmed); Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill { Lorps)}.—Reported, without Amend- 
ment (Provisional Orders contirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill 
to be read the third time tomorrow ad a ree ; 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill | lonrps}.—Reported, without Amendment 
(Provisional Orders contirmed) : Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time tomorrow... a re 


Leicester Corporation Bill | lorps}.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed és va inne ae . 





Hastings Tramways Bill [Lorps]: Tatf Vale Railway Bill | Lords|.— 
Reported, without Amendment; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed 


Wrexham District Tramways Bill | Lorps]: Rossendale Valley Tramways 
Bill. Reported with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed ; 


MessaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to: Rothesay Tramways 
(Extension) Order Confirmation Bill, without Amendment ; East Worcester- 
shire Water Bill, North Metropolitan Klectrice Power Supply Bill, Cleethorpes 
Improvement Bill, with Amendments i ae : 


PETITIONS. 
County Courts (IRELAND) Biit.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour; to lie upon the Table bas 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against: From Scarborough ; 
Ledbury ; South Shields (three) ; and Manchester ; to lie upon the Table 


ELectTric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 6) Britt [Lorps].—Reported, 
without Amendment (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time tomorrow 
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(sas ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) Brit [Lorps].—Reported, without Amend- 


ment (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill 
to be read the third time tomorrow sae ve a 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL [LorDs].—Reported, — Amendment 
(Provisional Orders confirmed) ; R 7 to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time tomorrow ; as ae ni wait 


LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL | LokDs].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ae aa we 

Hastings Tramways Bitt [Lorps]; Taff Vale Railway Bill {Lords].—Re- 
ported, without Amendment; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ba 


WREXHAM District Tramways Britt {Lorps] ; Rossendale Valley Tramways 
Bill { Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed io ea ; se 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to: Rothesay Tramways 
(Extension) Order Confirmation Bill, without Amendment ; East Worcester- 
shire Water Bill, North Metropolitan Electric Power ~— Bill, re 
Improvement Bill, with Amendments ame oa a 


PETITIONS. 


County Courts (IRELAND) BiLL.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table = 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL_.—Petitions against: From. Sear- 
borough ; Ledbury ; South Shields (three) ; and Manchester ; to lie upon 
the Table 


EpvcaTiIoN (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 
Lower so n; Rve; Burnage ; Tintwistle; Hyde; Hollingworth ; King 
Somborne ; Shrewsbury ; Melbourne; Rushden; Hanley ; East and West 
Challow ; East Hendred ; Sparsholt ; Wantage ; West Bromwich (three) ; 
Cowes ; Southampton ; Lewes ; Oxford (three) ; Manchester; Miles Plat- 
ting ; Penmon; Clothall ; Litton; Newark ; Blackburn (two) ; Gittisham : 
and Eecles ; to lie upon the Table 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BiILL.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Proteec- 
tion Society, against ; to lie upon the Table ... 

LONDON ELectTions BiLt.—Petitions from St. Paneras, in favour; to lie upon 

the Table i = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND Law IRELAND Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 1902 
(hy Command]; to lie upon the Table : 

LocaL Taxation Account, 1901-2. — Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th June ; Mr. Grant Lawson); to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 274.] ee ae 

Raitway RerurNs.—Copy presented, of Return as to the Capital, Trattic 
Receipts, and Working Expenditure, ete., of the Railway Companies of the 

United Kingdom for the year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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ELectric LIGHTING PRovisionAL OrDERS (No. 8) BiLt [Lorps}.—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour); to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 275.] ... ai ae? “a 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CoNFIRMATION (No. 1) Britt [Lorps].—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 16th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour} ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 276.] —... ad ss sas 


GAs AND Water Orpers ConrirmaTion (No. 2) Britt [Lorps]—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 16th July ; Jr. Gerald Balfour] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 277.] ... ss on nay 

EXPLosiOoNs (EXPLOSION OF GUNPOWDER ON REGISTERED PREMISES AT 

MARPLE, NEAR STOCKPORT.)—Copy presented, of Report by Captain M. B. 

Lloyd, His Majesty's Inspector of Explosives, to the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department, on the circumstances attending an explosion of 

gunpowder which took place on the registered premises of Messrs. James 

Lee & Sons, New Road, Marple, on the 26th April, 1902 [by Command | ; 

to lie upon the Table. 7 ae es as 


SoutH Arrica (DESPATCHES.)—Copy presented of Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated Ist June, 1902, relative to military operations in South 
Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Post OFFICE Savincs Banks.—Accounts presented of all Deposits received 
and paid during the year ended 31st December, 1901, and of the sums 
received and paid by the National Debt Commissioners on account of the 
Fund for the Post Office Savings Banks in the same year {by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 278. | ta 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 
1902-3.) estimate presented of the further sums required to be voted 
for the service of the vear ending 31st March, 1903 [by Command] ; 
reterred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. | No. 279] 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES.)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2854 to 2856 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House— 


1. Caledonian Canal, Copy of Ninety-seventh Report of the Commissioners 
Dy Act]; to he printed. | No. 280. | 

2. Royal University of Ireland, Copy of Account of Receipts and 
Lxpenditure of the Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 
3ist March 1902, together with the Report of the Comptroller and 

Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 281.] a 


FIsHING Prers (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ giving the amount of public 
money spent on the repair or construction of Fishery Piers in Lreland, 
specifying the amount spent in each county, since the year 1850, stating 
the Act or Acts of Parliament under which the several expenditures have 
heen made, also whether the funds so spent have been derived from Irish 
or from Imperial sources, and whether by way of grant or by way of loan ; 
and, in the latter case, on what terms as to interest and repayment.”—(Sw’ 
Thomas Exmonde. ) 
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WUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Ben Nevis Observatory.—Question, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, 
College); Answer, Mr. Graham Murray 


WaimMaA ARBITRATION.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


British Vice-CoNsutsmipe At MontrrevuxX--CANDIDATURE OF Mr. AMEs.- 
Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne 


ADEN DEFENCE-—EXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton % 


PAUPER SICK—AN-ESTHETICS IN SURGICAL OPERATIONS—PAYMENT TO MEDI- 
CAL Orricer.—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.): Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


MunicipaL (Nox-County) BorovGus—Srarisrics.—Question, Mr. LD. A. 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


RoYAL »MARINES—SUPERSESSION OF A GENERAL OFFICER.—Question, Mr. 
Kearley (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster... 


IRELAND—ALLEGED POLICE ASSAULT AT Kinescourt, CAVAN.—Question, Mr. 
Samuel Young (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MAINTENANCE CHARGE OF A POLICE SERGEANT DECLARED INSANE.—Qnuestion, 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LABOURERS CoTraGeEs—APPLICATION OF D. ForpE oF TINCOORA.—Qnestion, 
Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


EDUCATION OF NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING IrisH.—Question, Mr. O'Malley (Gal- 
way, Connemara); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


PENSIONS FOR RELATIVES OF OFFICERS KILLED WHILE ON PROBATION.—(Ques 
tion, Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


PRESTEIGN RirLE RANGE.—Question, Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


CORNWALLIS CHArity, CARMARTHENSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies 
(Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Griffith Boscawen 


VWUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS—ABSENCE OF MINISTERS.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill (Donegal, 5.) ; Answer, Mr. Speaker 


Soutu ArRicA—GOVERNMENT LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS.—Question, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushclitte); Answer, The Prime Minister and First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... 


SoutTH AFRICAN War—Vicrorta Cross—DistriputioN TO RELATIVES OF 
DECEASED SOLDIERS.—Question, Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
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CENSORSHIP—THE STUDDERT CASE.—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


TIENTSEN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


ORKNEY ForReESHORE FISHING.—Question, Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) . 

Coat Duty ReBATEs.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


INTERMEDIATE EbUCATION IN DENBIGHSHIRE.— Question, Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen (Montgomeryshire) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) ... 


— 


CHANAULT DEER Forest.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) : Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


WickLow MaGistracy.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow. W.) : 
Answer, The Attorney General for freland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


REMOUNTS—THE STUDDERT Case.—Questions, Mr. James O'Connor and Mr. 
T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


InisH ResipExrt MAGISTRATES.—Question, Mr. Flyrn (Cork, N.): Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (My. Wyndham, Dover) 


Iris LAND PURCHASE BILt.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Flynn ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


CooLNAMONA Boas. (Question, Mir. Delany (Queen's County. Ossory) : Answer, 
Mi. Wyndham 


PECHNICAL INSTRUCTION IN) IRELAND. —Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 
S.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Se ae ; 


Ben Nevis AND Fort WILLIAM OpbseRVATORIES.—Question, Mr. Weir; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Orrice OF Works VorTe.—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) ; 
Auswer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CIVIL SERVANTS AND PoLiricaAL CONTROVERSIES.-—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mr. BALFour’S OrriciaL Trrce.—tuestion, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) ; [No Answer was returned | 


NEW BILL. 


Education Act, 1901 (Renewal) Bill.-** To renew the Edueation Act, 1901,” 
presented by Dr. Macnamara, wider Standing Order 31; supported by Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. Channing, Mr. Ernest Gray, Mr. Ernest Flower, Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Corrie Grant, and Captain Norton; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. {Bill 280. | 


519 


19 


220 


526 


926 


526 








lvi TABLE OF CONTENTS, 
July 17.) 


SAVINGS Banks FuNps.—Report from the Select Committee with Minutes of 
Evidence and an Appendix, brought up, and read. Report to lie upon the 


Table and to be printed. [No, 282.] 
Supe.y [EtGHTEENTH ALLOTTED Day. | 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

Motion made and Question proposed, ‘ That a sum, not exceeding £332,000, 
he granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge for the salaries and 
miscellaneous charges of the War Ottice, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 1903.” 


Pe) } Kdward Pay, Y (Northumb: i lanl, Berivivl) 

Motion made and (Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries of the Staft ) he 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the secretary of State.’— 
(Sir Ed waii/ (yey) 


Sir Joh i Ta (Ti ronshire, TToniton) a “ae 
The Neere her o; Nhat Jor In (Vr. Brod ick, Su VOU, Gai f yi { 
Mr. Arthur Lee (HHuinpshire, Farchaini) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 

Sir Bduar Vincent (Bveter) ad re 

Sir I]. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burahs) 

Mr. (Vaud Lowthe r (C'umber lund, Exskda I ) 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Gre nimich) Ar pak ‘ 

S7) Charl x Dilly (Gloues stershire, Fore st a] dD fwi) 

Mr, Swift MacNet!l (Donegal, 8.) ry 

Colonel Ken you-Slaney (Si; opsh tit, N wp /) 

Sir Edward Grey ne 

Mr. Dike (Plymouth) on ica se 

Mr. Court way has ner (Stufiord shire, Li hte i) 

Mr. Brod rich ese eee ove see oe 

Mr. Hluy land Burke (Niny's County, Tullame ) a 


Question put. 
The Committee divided. Aves, 98; Noes, 236. (Division List No. 302.) 
Original (Question avail proposed. 


Major Pease (Essex, Che limsfori) 
Mr. Wei (Ltoss and Cvomarti) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


~ 


Rhondda Urban District Council Tramways Bill {[Lorps]. (By Orpen. 


Mr. Bryninor Joues (Sivansea Dist; it) 
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Considered in Committee. 





hy 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
1. £1,381,000, Militia: Pay, Bounty, ete. 
2. £585,000, Imperial Yeomanry : Pay and Allowances. 
Mr. H.C. Richards (Finshury, E.) iy Pes ss .. =6605 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) = asa ka ... 605 
Vir. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... mre as ee ; ... 604 
ws Financial Se rretury to the Wai O fier (Lord Ntan/en, Lancashire, 
gree yg ome: eee ean Pos ae Aer see 604 
7 Sir Robert Hermon-THodae (0 fords ine. Th nlen) ees re dire oF 606 
Vote avreed to. 
3. £1,287,000, Volunteer Corps, Pay and Allowances. 
4 Colonel Brool:fir Id (Susser, Rye) 607 
Nir Howard Vineeut (Sheffield, Central)... .. 60S 
‘Mr. Parker Sinith (Lane hs hire, Partick) ee , oie 609 
vo Sir James Ran! in (Lh refordshire, Leominst ) naa — 610 
rs Wir. Tomkinson whi re 610 
19 Lord Stanley 4. es ; : 610 
id Mr. Wylie (Dumb santo hive) ii oe Aye t nc OR 
4 Mr. bit Micns 72s. TR A uP — are ss ©$‘OLZ 
33 Major Seely Isle of Wight) E - re : ceo Oa 
=, Sir Charles Dilke ... ei aa on : J See 
SY Mr. Brodriel. Kad nicl ag sie es - sae 614 
i] 
i 
pe Vote avreed to. 
)) ; : _ , 
4 t. Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
- £1,025,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
= Pay, ete., of the Medical Establishment, and for Medicines, ete., 
7) Sy ° ° . e : 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 


Slst day of March, 1903.” 


Mr. Mar Veagh (Down Uo., S.) eae wad eae ° eee ose 61 4 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) 6 ee wy ; dis ae ) 
Mr. H.C. Richards roe ve han een re Ba vas, O40 
Mr. Brodvich ast an es. =a s fe ws (ORG 
y Major Jameson (¢ laure, WW.) ocis ae ges ee APP ae 
| Colonel Welby ein aie ice ra vii, Se 


Markham (A ‘ottinghamshire, Rus lithe ) ; 61s 
Sir J. Batty Duke (EB dinburgh ail Nt. Andre ues I, ive? sitio x) 618 
Dr: Farquharson prone nshirv, W.) 622 


Mr. Brodrick a are puis, _ a , wwe (O24 
Mr. Courtenay Warner sala os 7 
Mr. Fr. C. Richards 
Mr. Brodrick 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,024,900, be granted for the said Service.”"—(Colone] Welly.) 











viii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 17.) Page 


Mr. Brod rich, ree a sa a ‘a : ee . 629 


Colonel Welby sais . as ‘ s<. Ogu 
Mujor Jumeson (Clave, IV) ne a ic, 
Mr. Brodvi 1 eats oe . : , ‘ 3] 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question pat, and agreed to. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£120,800, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for 
Establishments for Military Education, which will come in course of 
payment during the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1903.” 


Sir Arthur Hayte ( Walseal7) oe , ; 3] 


It being Midnight, the Chaimman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Resolutions to be Reported upon Monday next; Committee also report 
progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Day INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) [CONTRIBUTIONS |. 
Resolution reported - 


* That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of money to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of Contributions towards the custody, industrial 
training, elementary education, and meals of children sent by an order 
of a Court (other than an attendance order) to a certified Day In- 
dustrial School, of sums not exceeding one shilling per head pel week, 
and in the ease of children without an order of the Court, of a sum not 
exceeding sixpence a week, in pursuance of any Act of the present 
Session to provide for the further establishment of Day Industrial 
Schools in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to < eC = o« Goo 
Day INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Order for Committee read. 


Mr. Harrington (D thlin Hurhony ) ae 7 O36 
fi Chief Secretary for [rcland (Mr. Wyn Van, f v) G50 


Order for Committee read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn. 
Adjourned at tive minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, Isr JULY, 1902, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
THe Lokb CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certiticate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
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New Forest (Sale of Lands for Publie Purposes). 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Gam 
Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill:—Reported, with Amendments id 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. —The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn : The orders made on the 1st instant and yesterday discharged, 
aud Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


Bristol Corporation Bill {1.1.]; Medway and Thames Canal Bill [11.1.}. 
Returned from the Commnaue a greed to, with Amendments 


Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill.— Moved, that 
the Order made on the 14th day of March last, “That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday, the 19th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2% (The Karl [Hovve) 
agreed to: Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—.\menmdlments 
reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3“ on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. — House in Committee 
(according to order): the Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made: Standing Committee negatived: Report of Amendments to he 
received on Monday next 


Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill: Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No, 10) Bill. House in Committee (according to order): Bills 
reported without Amendment : Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills 
to be read 3" on Tuesday next 


Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways (Extension) Order Confirmation 
Bill [1.1.}.—Read 2" (according to order), and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland Act, 1899) deemed to have been reported 
from the Committee: Bills to be read 3* on Monday next 


London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill ; London 
County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ; London United 
Tramways Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, that the 
Lord Wandsworth be proposed to the House as a member of the Se lect 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Bri asseyV ; and 
that the Earl of Yarborough be Chairman of the said Committee ; read 
and agreed to 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SEA FisHeries (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Sixteenth Annual Report of the 
Inspectors, for 1901 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) 1901.—Part II. Civil Statisties 


lix 


Page 
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Inish Lanp CoMMission.—Report of the Commissioners, for the period from 
Ist April, 1901, to 31st March, 1902. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statute made by the 


Master and Fellows of University College, Oxford, on 20th March, 1902, 
amending Statute III, 12 (Fellowships held by Professors) of the Statutes 
of the College: Laid hefore the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table se , 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LigouRS (LICENCES) (IRELAND) Bitt.—Read 3°, with 


the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


SHop Ciups Bitt.—Read 3* with the Amendments, a further Amendment 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


New Forest (SALE OF LANDS ror PusLic Purposes) Bitt.—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 
Luavd Belper 
Bill read 2", and committed for Monday next. 
TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION—-POSITION OF THE NETHERLANDS Rate 
WAY. 


The Earl oj (npr rdown ... 
Lord Stunley of Alderli y. wie = , 3 
The Under Nvere hairy of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Ous 


CHINA — GENERAL Position — Russia AND MANCHURIA ANGLO-JAPANESE 
ALLIANCE ANGLo-lt ALIAN ReELATI mS iN THE MEDITERRANEAN. 


furl Spences 


The Seeretary of State for Foreiqn Affuirs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


House adjourned at ten Minutes past Six o'clock to Monday next, 
a quarter past Four o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, lstH JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead (Nos. 1-3) Bill | Lorps.. 


Mr. Bull (Hammersmith ) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Bill to inquire and report whether the railway pro- 
posed to be authorised by the Bill, if construeted on the lines men- 
tioned, will not so seriously injure Hampstead Heath, under which it 
is to pass, hy tapping the wells, draining the soil, destroying the ver- 
dure, and interfering with this public place of resort, as to make it 
inexpedient to pass the Bill; and that the Committee have power to 
call witnesses and receive evidence on the subject.”—(J/r. Bull.) 
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Sir Thomas Wrightson (S?4. Pancras, E.) eee 
Colonel Lockwood (Esse, Epping) 


Motion accordingly amended, and again proposed. 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Hagqgerston) 
Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Bill to inquire 
and report whether the railway proposed to be authorised by the Bill, 
if constructed on the lines mentioned, will not seriously injure Hamp- 
stead Heath, under which it is to pass, by tapping the wells, draining 
the soil, destroying the verdure, and interfering with this public place 
of resort ; and that the Committee have power to call witnesses and 
receive evidence on the subject.—(Mr. Lull.) 


Great Central and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill : 
Midland Railway Bill; Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill; Norwich 
Corporation (Electricity, ete.) Bill. Lords Amendment considered and 


agreed to 


Barry Railway Bill am s].—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment aa Aes es aa se a sit 


Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]; (Glasgow 
Corporation (Gas, ete.) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords}.—Read the third 
time and passed, without Amendment 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [Lords]; Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill { Lords] ; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [Lords] ; Water Orders Confirmation Bill | Lords].—Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 


Educational Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
Lords}; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill les 2) [ Lords |.—Read 
the second time, and committed ee be a . 


Wigan Corporation Bill | Lords}. eager § with Amendments ; Reports to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ae re 


Private Bills gree *) —Mr. Heywood Johnstone reporte | from the Com- 
mittee on Group N. of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned till Tuesday next, the 22nd July. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... bes wa bie — vee 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed sip re 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps,—That they have agreed to: Brynmawr and 


Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Rail- 


way (Various Powers) Bill, with Amendments 
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Eptcation (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against : From Warrington ; 
Stretford : Brechin : Rawdon : and Higher Openshaw ; to lie upon the 
Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Britt.—Petitions for Alteration: From 
Bisley ; Chillenden ; Crowthorne ; Budock ; Hanbury (two); Uftington ; 
Clapham; Bolam:; Branstone; Darwen; Clevedon; Albourne: Stoke 
Newington ; and Hentield ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucatioNn (ENGLAND AND WaLes) Brtt.—Two Petitions from Henfield, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table ... ~ ; ; 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Maryhill, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table Pee eee 


VaccinatioN Bitt.—Petition trom Padiham, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OxFoRrD). Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Master and Fellows of University College, 
Oxford, on 20th March, 1902, amending Statute ITL. (12) (Fellowships held 
hy Professors) of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table - us . 


Trish LAND CoMMIssion, —Copy presented, of Report of the Commissioners for 
the period from Ist April, 1901, to 31st March, 1902 [by Command] : to 
lie upon the Table es 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the vear 1901. Part II. Civil 
Statistics [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table i 


APPLICATIONS FOR MtnicrpaAL CHARTERS.—Return Presented, relative thereto 
{Address 8th July; Mr. D. A. Thomas]: to lie upon the Table 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Copy presented, of Sixteenth Annual 
Keport ot the Inspectors, for 1901 | by Command]: to lie pon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SCOTLAND— LOCOMOTIVES ON RoAps.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardine 
shire): Answer, Mr. Graham Murray 


NAVAL GUNNERY PRIZES.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester): Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ES 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND CHaTrHamM RAtLWAY—Rovute to CONTINENT-——EXCESS 
LUGGAacge.—Question, Mr. Mckenna (Monmouthshire, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour ; 


Irish) = Berrer—TreatMenr IN TRANsiT.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


SoutTH AFRICA—CLAIMS OF RESERVE OFFICERS.—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping): Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
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“FE Se_ection (STANDING COMMITTEES).— Mr. HALSEY reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including agriculture and fishing), Shipping 
and Manutactures: Sir John Leng and Sir Walter Thorburn (added - 
respect of the Lands Valuation (Scotland) Amendment (No, 2) Bill) : and 
667 had appointed in substitution Mr. Edmund Robertson and Mr. James Reid. 
Report to lie upon the Table ... ree 23 ae <e ss G19 
LONDON WATER (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
667 2 elie ware , 
Considered in Committe¢ 
G67 (In the Committec.) 
Oy / 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
O57 : 
Clause 1 
667 ; ; es 
Mr. Lough ([slinaton, I] S. eee aoe witie , , sum ee 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words ‘and carrying on.’ “— 
(Vr. Lough.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘and carrying on’ stand part of the 
667 Clause.” 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr, Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 675 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Towes Llamli ts, Poplar) AES a we? ~ 676 
567 Mr. Cohen Islington, BE.) ... iiss mee oe at ~f aa «ee 
Dir. Moenamara (Coumberell, N.) ~ — . a Meee 
Question put. 
DOS The Committee divided :—Ayes, 99; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 303.) 
= Captain Norton CV; Win fon, IT. = - 89 ad 679 
as Mr, Lough = ie 6x] 
we Amendment proposed-— 
ros 
‘In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘on,’ to insert the words ‘until 
the purchase is Complete do °—(Ur. Lough.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.’ 
lite Mr. Waltes Lowa. . laa / r GS? 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
NS 
Mr. Lough... ee ; : . 683 
Mr. Walter Long aoe a ae ; ; : ... 684 
Mr. Sydney Bus lou P A3e ie ire Os4 
69 Mr. Harry Samuel ( oe Hamlets, Riuenl WOUSE)... ee re eee 685 
Nir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) cies teas nae ar ons OSD 
Vr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, R ughy) ies ete ooo SO 
=0) Mr. Georye Whiteley (Yorkshire, W R., Pudsey) ee AG we 686 
Mr. Gibson Boreles (CL yun Reyis z. a ae ne as GE 
Sir Robert Reid... bee acs ee ane wes nae ice +OOT 
iV 
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Mr. Walter Long ... mas bee Jar mids eon ae > 68% 
Mr. Sydney Buxton ee abs en = Loe ae c= ‘SOE 
Cuptain Norton oe Pre rs ae HSS 
Mr. Corrie Grant ... — ati ve cae oid ved ... 689 
ied a cc 
Dr. Macnamara eae Sard See Cus prey A Shick ake 689 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 19, to leave out sub-section (3).”—( Dr. Maciaimara.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘Subject to the provisions of this 
Act the Water Board shall consist of’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. Walter L ING 0s ies aes _— fas ee aes --- 690 


Mr. Syd 4 Burton a Pe oe pia én ied ..- 690 
Mr. Court wey Warner (Stutiordshire, Lich fir id)... ban oe ... 690 
Mr. Lough... ae ees ex ie _ s -— .. 691 
Mr. Valter Long... er sits ‘i er ene siete .. 691 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 138 ; Noes, 101. (Division List o. 304.) 
Vr. Ny Tey Ru ’ fon 693 
Amendment proposed 
‘In page 1, line 20, after ‘ of,’ to insert ‘thirty-five members in- 
cluding.’ "—(.WUr. Buxton.) 


(Juestion proposed, ** That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Edgar Vincent (Eveter) er ane ; ; ree . 700 
Mr. Me Art (EB Jdinburgh, KE.) a ‘ ; ta a, 702 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hullam) r 
Sir Robert Reid ; 7 
Mr. Walter Louy eae nae acai ye ‘| 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (IV iltshire, Chippenhun) 7 
Sie MH. Camphell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) é 
Mer. Walter Long ... wae ven vee pea , ste Va ae 
Mr. Syd 4 Buston 7 
Mr. Whitmore (Che Ise a) 7 
Mr. Lough 7 
Mr, Walter Long i 
Sir Dob: rt Reid é 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
e b] 


Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Howton) ... “ee ‘ ‘ Pam on 713 


Amendment —— 
‘In page 1, line 20, . leave out the words ‘a chairman, and a 
vice-chairman fin ( Mr. Cremer.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 
Mr. Walter Long wr nets tate ‘oon sit is tax ees 7l 
Mr. Me Kenna ws os ae a aan : aa ie 71 
Mr. Cremer , ° ee ve Sek cow ive elvie 71 
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Mr. Sydney Buxton 
Mr. Lough .. 

Mr. Wallace (Perth) 
Captain Jesse] - 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :-- Ayes, 191 ; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 305.) 
Amendment moved— 
“Clause 1, page 1, line 20, to omit ‘ seventy-one.’”—(.Vr. Lough.) 
Agreed to. 
Mr. Whitmore 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 21, to leave out the words ‘be appointed,’ and 
insert the words ‘ until the time fixed by this Act for the first new 
appointment of a chairman and vice-chairman be appointed by the 
Local Government Board and afterwards.’ ”—(Mr. Whitmore.) 


{Juestion proposed, “ That the words ‘be appointed’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 
Mr. Walter Long 
= Lough ites a 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, r E ping) 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 306.) 


It being after half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 2Ist JULY, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London United vey Bill.Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
Committee aac ae: a: a ea sane 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill.—Reported, 
without Amendment, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 


tomorrow 


West Ham Corporation Bill; Newport Corporation Bill ; North-Eastern 
Railway Bill; London and North-Western Railway Bill. ~ Read 3", with 


the Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bills passed, and beh einer 
to the Commons eee sas i “e 
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North Metropolitan Tramways Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments ; a 


further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Croypon anp District ELectric Tramways BiLi.—-Read 3*, with the 
Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to 
the Commons 


Metropolitan Railway Bill; London County Council (General Powers) Bill. 
—Kead 3°, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 


Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Read 3° (according 
to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—-Amendments 
reported (aceording to order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow mes 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING Bi_t—Petition for Amendment of : Of Justices of the Peace for the 
city and county of Worcester ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


LIcENSING Bi_tL—Petitions in favour of: Of Swinton Primitive Methodists ; 
Eccles Free Church Council; British Temperance League.—Read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table Re ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Census OF ENGLAND (1901).—Part IIL. General Report ... 


SALMON FISHERIES (RoyYAL CoMMISSION).—Report of the Commissioners on 
Salmon Fisheries ; Part I., Report and Maps xy 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY.—Report of the Principal Chemist, Government 
Laboratory, upon the work of the Laboratory, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1902, with appendices 


TRADE ReEPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2857. Austria-Hungary (Bohemia). 
No. 2858. United States (States of Oregon, Washington and Idaho). 
No. 2859. Brazil (Porto Alegre) is 

CoLONIes (Annual).—No. 357. Northern Territories of the Gold Coast : Report 
for 1901 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 

ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION ACTS, 188] AND 1892.—Thirty-eighth annual 
report on alkali, ete., works, by the Chief Inspector ; proceedings during 


the year 1901; presented to the Local Government Board and to the 
Secretary for Scotland 


High Court or Justice (IRELAND) (PROBATE Diviston).—-Accounts for the 
vear ended 31st December, 1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Post OFFICE SITE (OBAN) DraArr PROVISIONAL OrpbER.—Ordered, That the 
evidence taken before the Committee of this House on the Callander and 
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Oban Railway Bill, 1897, be referred to the Commissioners appointed under 


the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to inquire into the 
Post Ottice Site (Oban) Draft Provisional Order = He - 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Statute made by the 
Master and Fellows of University College, Oxford, on the 20th March, 1902, 
amending Statute IIL, twelve (Fellowships held by Professors) of the 
Statutes of the College (laid before the House on Friday last); to be 
printed. (No. 157.) ‘ 

Licensing Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 

Clause 1 :— 
Lord Bishop of Winchester... 


oer 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 1, line 8, after ‘place,’ to insert ‘or a place of public 
entertainment or resort.’ —( The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lord Belju r 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
The Earl of Wemyss ae 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 9, after ‘ himself,’ to insert ‘ or is a nuisance to the 
public.’ ”—( The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lord Belper eee 
The Earl of VW MYSs 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Lord Bishop of Winchester cae ase es ee oe, Pay 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, line 12, after ‘place,’ to insert ‘or place of public 
entertainment or resort.’ —(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lord Belper 

Lord Lirchbishop of Cante rbury 

Lord Tiweedmouth ... 

Lord Bishop of Winchester yao oe exe 
Lord Belper eco eee oe eee eve eee 


Aniendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


The Karl of W — 
Lord Belper 
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Clause 2 agreed to. 
8 Jui 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
The Earl of Wemyss 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 2, line 8, to leave out from ‘him’ to the end of the 
Clause and to insert ‘did not knowingly suffer the said drunkeness to 
take place on his premises.’”—(7he Earl of Wemyss.) 
Lord Belper su ror sae eee Sa se ae ee 
The Earl of iat oa aed ae ‘i Par Nae ose aa 
Viscount Cross 732 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 4 agreed to. . 
Lord Windsor 732 
Amendment moved, to insert as a new Clause— 
“ Regulations shall be made by the police authority for the pur- 
pose of securing that, where possible, a constable who sees a drunken 
person (or anyone who is a convicted person within the meaning of this 
Act) entering, or about to enter, licensed premises (or a club registered 
under Part III. of this Act), shall at once warn the person in charge of 
the premises against serving such person.” —( Lord Windsor.) 
Lord Heneage = es ae a ae ne or ios O00 
Lord Belper eee eee eee eee eee eee ove eee 734 
Lord Windsor ‘sere ae — 754 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
‘Clause 5 :— 
sk 1 ! 
Lord Bishop of Winchester ies i — Poe a see i oe 
Amendment moved 
eae ' ; A 
“In page 2, line 40, after ‘ wife,’ to insert ‘ Provided that, instead 
of making an order in pursuance of paragraph («) of this sub-section, 
the Court may, with the consent of the wife, order her to he committed 
to, and detained in, any retreat licensed under the Ine)riates’ Acts, 
1879 to 1900, the licensee of which is willing to receive her ; and such 
order shall have effect as if she had been admitted to the retreat under A 
Section 10 of the Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, as amended by any 
subsequent enactments.’ ”"—(7he Lord Bishop of Winchester.) C 
Lord Belper as 735 Cl 
Amendment agreed to. D 
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Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Lord Belper oils rer se noe po 736, 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 3,$line 31, after |‘ person’ to insert ‘ to a fine not exceed- 
ing.’ "—( Lord Belper.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
30 
3) Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
32 
Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8: 
Lord Belper re re ite dea — Bes nen rae ©: 
39 
» Amendment moved— 
“In page 4, line 15, to leave out convictions’ and to insert 
‘licences.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Ear! of Wemyss... eas wad _ 736, 
Amendment moved— 
” , ‘ : 
33 “In page 4, line 16, after ‘held,’ to insert ‘except where the 
34 convictions are for offences of a technical or trivial nature, or where 
of the last recorded conviction is more than three years old.’ ”—(T7he Earl 
of Wemyss.) 
Lovd Belper io wn si oe see ie vis .. 136 
- Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
) 
Lord Belper 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 4, line 20, to add as a new sub-section: After the com- 
mencement of this Act no conviction shall be recorded on a licence.’ ’ 
—(Lord Belper.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 
35 Clause 9 :— 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 
Earl of Wemyss... ose “ ia on ai 737 
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Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 29, after ‘ waters,’ to insert ‘and cigars.’’ —( he 
Earl of i “emyss. ) 


Lord Belper as isis a rer oer a oak «es | ae 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Earl of Camperdown <n dei _ “ss aii ie ooo 1 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 9, page 4, lines 35 and 36, to leave out ‘except as 


hereinafter provided.’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Camperdown.) 


Lord Belper wale es aa ae ee mr ree we 038 
Lord Heneage a site waa ee vs a ae J «(4a 
Lord Bishop of Winchester wal a mes ae ee sin OO 
Lord James of Hereford oak fog ‘i ve oe pie aoe PAE 
Earl of Northbrook: sa = a aie scale cs me <e e 
Lord lVindsor ears ane rere ii mae wad ae son 
Duke of Devonshire air oa ie ‘Sei oe ee wow | 
Earl Spencer eee nie ee ae ae ee Set sca RD 


‘On Question whet «r the words proposed to be left out shall stand part of 
the Clause, the House divided :—Contents, 53 ; Not-Contents, 38. 


Amendment negatived. 
Lord Bishop of Winchester awa ad ne Sail or oe «OM 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 5, line 19, after the second ‘the,’ to insert licensing.’ ” — 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
‘Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
Earl of Wemyss... ees a = nee Pe. aS. wee «(40 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 5, line 29, to leave out from ‘ conceals’ to ‘for’ in line 30, 
and to insert ‘the person obtaining intoxicating liquor from the obser- 
vation of the person supplying the same.’ ”—(7he Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lord Belper coe eee eee eee eos eee eee eee 743 
Lord Bishop of Winchester as iat ies as ibe woe «44 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Eurl of Wemyss... ‘en ana ae eee ove see 744 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 12, to leave out from ‘as’ to ‘shall’ in line 14, 
and to insert ‘may be necessary for the due observance of the law.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Wemyss.) 

Lord Belper a ‘nn an <n see 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

Lord Bishop of Winchester ee ae ee oy age 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 15, after ‘ consumed ’ to insert ‘ or which is used 
as a means of communication between such part and any street or 
other public way.’ ”—(TVhe Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 

Lord Belper a ae “oa oe ee is “#3 er 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

Lord Belper sis ve sit be as eee 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 16, after ‘ sessions’ to insert ‘as provided by the 
Alehouse Act, 1828.’ ”—(Lord Belper. 
L 


Amendment agreed to. 
Earl of Wemyss... iia ae ae we ron exe 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 17, after ‘with’ to insert ‘or reversed on 


appeal,’ ”—(Zhe Earl of Wemyss.) 

Lord Belper 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

Lord Belper iu sae wee aa a ite jae 
Amendment moved— 


“To omit the words ‘any such order is not complied with.’ ”— 
(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment moved-— 


“To insert after ‘ person,’ the words ‘makes default in complying 
with any such order.’ ”—-(Lord Belper. 
1 


Amendments agreed to. 


Lord Belper a dt 
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Amendment moved— 
“ After line 22, to insert as a new sub-section : ‘(5) Notice of any 
order under this section shall be forthwith given by the clerk to the 


owner of the premises in respect of which the order is made.’ ”—( Lord 
Be Iper.) 


Amendment agreed to. ~~ 
Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 11 agreed to. 
Clause 12 :— 
Lord Bishop of Winchester eee wos eee ove wes as oe 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 32, after ‘Clerk,’ to insert ‘or any adjoining 
district.’ "—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Earl Bathurst ieee baa Or awe nar ace we jun OE 
Viscount Cross eae ne i eee er oe rr -.. 648 
Lord Heneage eee ese eee ee eee eee eee eee 748 
Lord Belper eae eae ies Fe ae aa re wr 

F Re ee 880 


Earl Spencer 


On Question, that the proposed words stand part of the Clause, the House 
divided : Contents, 23 ; Not-Contents, 62. 


Amendment negatived. 
Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


Amendment moved— 
“In line 33, after ‘preparation,’ to insert with the consent of 
the licensing justices.’”—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lord Belper ee ne na fie aa nd wes ... 150 
Lovd Bishop of Winchester ed as re sie or ... 150 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 12 agreed to. 
Clause 13 amended and agreed to. 


Clause 14 agreed to. 


Clause 15 :— 


-I 
or 
— 


Lord Bishop of Winchester a ite sh ax 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 8, line 26, to leave out from the second ‘the’ to ‘and’ 
in line 27, and to insert ‘tenancy, agreement, or other assurance 
under which the licensed premises are to be vested in the applicant.’” 
—(The. Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 





Juli 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxiii 
$e 8 July 21.) Page 
Lord Belper ose eee ove eee ese ove eee ove VOR 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Davey one ose one va wi os és 751 
Amendment moved— 
“In line 26, after the word ‘agreement,’ to insert ‘or other assur- 
ance.’ ”—( Lord Davey.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Lord Bishop of Winchester ose eee eee eee 751 
LT Amendment moved— 
“Tn line 33, after ‘both,’ to insert ‘the tenancy, agreement, or 
other assurance to be produced under this sub-section shall be deemed 
to contain the terms of the proposed transferee’s interest in the 
licensed premises, and any additional, subsequent, or collateral agree- 
ment or defeasance shall be void and of no eftect.’”—(The Lord Bishop 
7 of Winchester.) 
LS 
LS Lord Coleridy: oe oon eee eee ove eee ove eee 752 
+S Lord Belper are side eels ion adn eee eee 152 
8 Lord Bishop of Winchester ty os aa site ar 752 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) — ... jes ane 752 
Amendment negatived. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 16 :— 
Lord Hencay aa a 752 
Amendment moved— 
) “Tn lines 23 and 24, to leave out ‘seven days of the time’ and 
0 to insert ‘a reasonable time previous to the day.’”—(Lord Hencage.) 
Earl of Wemyss... ae bes ae ore bas a w. 153 
Lord Belper ve one “ss ose oe one vo ox» 783 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved— 
“In line 23, to leave out ‘seven’ and to insert three.’ ”—(Lord 
hi [per.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
ause 16, as amended, agreed to. 
Cl 16 led, agreed t 
Clause 17 agreed to. 
Lord Bishop of Winchester ei one i we nai we TDS 
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Amendment movéd— 


“ After Clause 7, to insert as a new clause :—17A, In respect of 
an application for the transfer or removal of a licence under Section 4 
or Section 14 of the Alehouse Act, 1828; to other premises not there- 
tofore licensed for the sale of the same kind of intoxicating liquor, the 
applicant shall give the like notices and deposit the like plans as are 
requisite in the case of an application for a new licence, 

Provided always that in any case where licensed premises have 
been by fire, tempest, or other unforeseen and unavoidable calamity 
rendered unfit for the reception of travellers and for the other legal 
purposes of an inn, the licensing justices may, in their discretion, for 
good cause shown, dispense with the observance of these regulations in 
any particular case if, in their opinion, such notices have been given 
as are reasonable under the circumstances of the particular case.”-—(7'/v 
Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lord Belper ror ee ine ue ee ia ne woo. Foe 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


‘Clause 18: 


Lord Bishop of Winchester wae a ot eae 754 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 10, line 3, to leave out from ‘(1)’ to ‘ confirmed, and to 
insert ‘an application for the confirmation of the grant of a licence shall 
not be heard.’ ”—(The Lerd Bishop of Winchester.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 18, as amended, agreed to. 
Earl of Wemyss 755 
Amendment moved- 
“To insert as a new Clause: ‘The licensing justices at the annual 
or adjourned licensing meeting may, in their discretion, grant costs 
against any objector to the renewal or transfer of a licence if the said 
justices consider the objection to be of a frivolous or vexatious char- 
acter. °—(The Earl of Weinyss.) 
Lord Belper aa ian ae Wes so fs ne io oe 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new Clause: ‘The provisions of Section 22 of 
the Licensing Act, 1874, as to the provisional grant and confirmation 
of licences in respect of new premises for the sale of intoxicating liquors 
to be consumed on the premises, shall apply also to licences to sell in- 
toxicating liquors for consumption off the premises.’”—(7he Karl of 
Wemyss.) 


Lord Belper ons os ons on ose wat én ... 756 
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Amendment negatived. 


Clause 19 :— 


~T 


Lord Belper is Pe ee me vee sii 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 10, line 16, to leave out ‘are not’ and to insert ‘ cannot 
be.’ ”—( Lord Belper.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“In line 19, after ‘accounts,’ to insert ‘ The order of the Appellate 
Court may be made either at the sessions when the appeal is heard, or 
at the next ensuing sessions, and the costs may be taxed either in or 
out of sessions.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 20 :- 


-~I 


Lord Bishop of Winchester 


Amendment moved — 
“In page 10, line 21, to leave out ‘ten’ and to insert ‘seven.’ ”— 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Bishop of Winchester aa os see 1B fi aes 


Amendment moved — 


“In line 26, after ‘provided’ to insert ‘or are available on 
reasonable terms.’”—(Zhe Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


=~] 


Lord Belper ... <a sce 
Amendment by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 21 agreed to. 


-T 
wr 
~I 


Eurl of Hardwicke — 


Amendment moved — 


“To insert as a new Clause :—Notwithstanding any enactment to 
the contrary, it shall not be necessary for a person holding a canteen 
under the authority of a Secretary of State or of the Admiralty to 
obtain a justice’s licence or certificate to enable him to obtain or hold 
any excise licence for the sale of any intoxicating liquor, and an excise 
licence may be granted to any such person accordingly. "—(The Eurl of 
Hardwicke.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 22 agreed to. 
Clause 25 amended and agreed to, 
Clauses 24 and 25 agreed to. 
Clause 26 :— 
Lord Bishop of Winchester x a ala sac pom cee 008 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 12, line 20, after ‘may’ to insert ‘if it thinks fit ”— 
(The Lovd Bishop of Winchester.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


~1 
oe 
v2) 


re 


Lord Bishop of Winchester 
Amendment moved— 
“To leave out lines 29 to 31, and to insert ‘that persons who are 
not members are habitually admitted to the club for the purpose of 
obtaining intoxicating liquor ; or.” —(Zhe Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
Lord Belper one ar soa wes re ia iia aud 758 
Lord Bishop of Winchester... = wate nas ree ee re 
Amendment, as amended, agreed to. 
Drafting Amendment agreed to. 

Thi Earl of Wemyss eee ese ose oes se% ese eee 759 
Amendment moved— 

“In page 12, line 39, after Sub-Section (/) to insert as a new Sub- 
Section, (2) that abuses have arisen from the supply of intoxicating 


liquors to members on the premises for consumption off the premises.” 
—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


“I 
or 
SS 


Lord Belper 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Clause 26, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining Clauses and Schedule agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee, and to be printnd as 
amended. [No. 158.] 


House adjourned at a quarter before Eight o’clock till Tomorrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY 21st JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Provisional Order Bills [Lorps]: (Standing Orders Applicable Thereto 
Complied With).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, “the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 


complied with, viz. :— 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords], 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [ Lords}, 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill {Lords}, 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time tomorrow 


Cleethorpes Improvement Bill; East Worcestershire Water Bill; North 
Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, 


and agreed to 


Central London Railway Bill ne —Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments 5 ; ae bes me Ay ee 


South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover Railways Bill | Lorps}.— 


Verbal Amendments made (King’s consent signified) ; Bill read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments ... in 


Consett Water Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; a Clause added ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ... us ae re 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [Lorps].—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ug wa cos a 


Hastings Tramways Bill (Lorps] [Nor AmENpED].—Considered ; to he 
read the third time ae sis i ee ae oie wi 


Rhondda Urban District Council Tramways Bill [Lorps}.—<As amended, 
considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ne 


Taff Vale Railway Bill - vans [Nort AMENDED].—Considered ; to he read 
the third time ss oe we —~ wie ai i 


Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill [Lorps].—As amended, 


considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [Lorns] ; 
Portpatrick and Wigtownshire Joint Railway Order Confirmation Bill. — 
Considered ; to be read the third time upon W ednesday 


PETITIONS. 


BuriAL FEES IN THE LAMBETH PARISH CEMETERY AT TOOTING.—Petition 
from Lambeth, for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table : 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.— Petitions against : From Kettering ; 
Darwen ; and Truro ; to lie upon the Table ... ' a 
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EpucaTioN (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLi.—Petitions for alterations: From 
Bolney : Bristol (two); Dolbenmaen; Darwen; Wellington; Bury St. 
Edmunds: Birstall: East Hull ; Newport (Isle of Wight) Bourton : 
Bradford ; and Gresford ; to lie upon the Table ; ind ink 


Lonpon Water BiLi.—Petition from Woolwich, for alteration ; to lie wpon 
the Table a a = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877.—Paper [presented 18th 
July} to he printed. [No. 283] sin ss fas an ye 
APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL CHARTERS.—Keturn [presented 18th July] to 
he printed. [No. 284] — an 


SALMON FisHERIES (ROYAL CoMMIssion).—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioners on Salmon Fisheries (Part I., Report and Maps) [by 
Command] ; to le upon the Table hin pe oui se ree 


GOVERNMENT LABorATORY.—Copy presented, of Report of the Principa! 
Chemist upon the work of the Government Laboratory for the year ended 
3ist March 1902, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BrITAIN AND 
IRELAND.— Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th April, J/r. 
Josh A, Pease}; to lie wpon the Table and to be printed. [No. 285.] 


Court or Prosare Division (HicH Court or Justice) (IRELAND).—Annual 
Accounts presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES (ACCOUNTS).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 24th June, Mr. Grant Lauwson| ; to lie upon the table and 
to be printed. [No. 286.] - ats es 


ALKALI, Erc., Works REGULATION ACTS, 1881 AND 1892.—Copy presented, 
of Thirty ‘eighth Annual Report on Alkali, ete., Works, by the Chief Inspector, 
heing for 1901 {hy Act]; to lie _ the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


9 
287. sacs “ae ae eee oe oe oven 


Censts OF IRELAND, 1901.—Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, Part II., 
General Report, with Illustrative Maps and Diagrams, Tables, and 
Appendix {hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Nava. Works.—Copy presented, of Statement showing the total estimated 
cost of each work, the estimated expenditure thereon to 3lst March, 1902, 
and the amount available to meet expenditure in 1902-3, together with the 
expected date of completion [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CoLontsL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report No. 357 (Northern 
Territories of the Gold Coast, Annual Report for 1901) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ren : ere see te bs ae 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL rae presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2857 to 2859 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table es ee ree seg ve 

TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ showing (1) the names of 
Training Colleges in Ireland, whether under the management of the 
National Board or under local management, on behalf of w hich application 
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was made to the Commissioners of National Education within the last three 
years to sanction an increase in the number of students (King’s scholars) 
which each such college was authorised to admit to training; (2) the 
number of students (King’s scholars) which each such college was authorised 
to admit when the above application was made in each case; (3) the 
increased number of students (King’s scholars) asked to be authorised for 
admission in each case, and the result of each application ; and (4) the 
names of the Training Colleges that applied for equipment grants within 
the last three years, the sums asked for, and the result of the application in 
each case.” —(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) ve oe a 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIA-—AGRICULTURAL SHOWws.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton 

InDIAN IRRIGATION ComMMIssIoN.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton Rye tia is see ase ie a a 

Exports AND Imports.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour se ne hes 

Pavrek DomictLE—HAatirax-GLascow DispuTE.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray nes se is ee 

3EDWELLTY WORKHOUSE CHAPLAIN.—Question, Mr. Talbot(Oxford University) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long... a ~ ‘ie 

PostaAL DispuTE AT CARRICKALEESE, CAVAN.—Question, Mr. M ‘Govern 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

CuiNA—BriTIsH CONSULAR SERVICE. —Question, Mr, Yerburgh (Chester) 
Answer, Lord Cranborne Bs ve ‘3 he 

TRAWLING IN CLlypE EstuAry.—Question, Mr. Worsley-Taylor (Lancashire, 
Blackpool) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ‘ate cea 


NorFOLK EVENING SCHOOL GRANT.—Question, Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, 
N.); Answer, Sir John Gorst =o bes Ls aoa a is 


SoutH AFRICAN War—CoNVEYANCE HOME OF INVALID SOLDIERS.—Question, 
Mr. Tankerville Chamberlayne (Southampton); Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 

CoLtontaL Troops AT ALEXANDRA PARK—CASE OF ASSAULT.—Question, Mr. 
Cohen (Islington, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—FURLOUGH.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 

VOLUNTEERS — CoMPANY TRAINING.—Question, Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower 
Hamlets, Limehouse) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Sa PP ‘ 

SoutH AFRICA — MILITARY OFFICERS AND POLITICAL CONTROVERSIES.— 
Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ee 

Martiat Law.—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


3REAKING UP OF REFUGEE CAMps.—Question, Mr. John Wilson ; Answer, Mr. 
Bro drick a . o- eee ee 
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VOLUNTEERS AND THE CORONATION. heii Captain Bowles (Middlesex, 
Enfield) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick vw er ie ee 


Epucation Act, 1901—PRoposED RENEWAL.—Question, Mr. Alfred Hutton 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Morley); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour eae a 


‘(COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN IMPERIAL GOVERNMENT AND TRANSVAAL AND 
ORANGE FREE STATE GOVERNMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Markham (N otting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ee 2 ae 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SovtH AFRICAN WAR—GENERAL INQUIRY.—Question, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ne 


ReEMOUNT INQUIRY—STUDDERT CASE PAPERS.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna (Mon- 
mouthshire, N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ‘ - ‘aoe “a = we se 


‘SANDHURST COLLEGE—INCENDIARY Fires AND DISTURBANCES—INDISCRIMIN- 
ATE PUNISHMENT OF CADETs.—-Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... it he dee nS. ‘a 

INDIA OrricE RECEPTION—Cost TO INDIA.—Question, Mr. Lahouchere ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing) wi ie $s - ie 


THE LATIN LEAGUE AND THE MEDITERRANEAN—RUSSIA AND Morocco.—tues- 
tion, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, Rochester) ne 


WaiMA ARBITRATION.- -Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ae = so Ser ae 


Merropo.itaN Potice UNIFoRM.—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Departm::.. (Mr. Ritchie, Creydon) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PENSIONERS—CORONATION SERVICE.— Question, Captain 
Norton ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie di ae a aids me 


ANCHNASHELLACH DEER FoREsST.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ScoTTisH RoyAL PROCLAMATION.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray aaa : ne Dae 


EpvucaTION tN WALEs.—-Question, Mr. Kenyon (Denbigh); Answer, The Vice 
President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir John Cie, Cam- 
bridge University) - 

IRELAND AND THE EQUIVALENT GRANT.-—Question, Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., 

N.); Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 

Bristol, W.) va wh sae we att on is a 


‘GUN LICENCES IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.); Answer, ‘lhe 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ” 
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ScHOOL TEACHERS AND THE IRISH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


NEWTOWNHAMILTON Heap ConsTABLE.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham e aad 


WARRENPOINT DEMONSTRATION.—Questions, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.) and 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


LovcAL TAXATION (IRELAND) AccountT.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 
(Kerry W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham sha ads ee a 


Newry TROUBLEs.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


IRISH CONGESTED Districts BOARD REvPORT.-- Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


CuirDEN Harnour AcCcCOMMODATION.—Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LABOURERS COTTAGES IN THE NENAGH UNION. —Question, Mr. P. J. O’Brien 
(Tipperary, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lor» LIEUTENANT ALLOWANCE.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 5.) ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


InIsH UNIVeERstty ComMMIssion.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E,); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour a te oa 


Cork Courr House AND THE IRISH UNITED LEAGUE.—Questions, Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


LIMERICK AND TRALEE MAILS.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) 
Answer, The Financial Seure tary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) - 


FiscAL POLICY WITH THE COLONIES.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour 


WoMEN AND INTERMEDIATE EpUCATION.-—Question, Mr. Kenyon; Answer, Mr. 
J. Balfour kee re 


EptcaTion Act, 1991—Provosep RENEWAL.—(Question, Dir. Macnamara ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; 

MINISTERS AND QUESTIONS.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. 
J. Balfour Os 


EXPIRING SCHOOL BoARDs —Question, Mr. Loder (Brighton): Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour a or ra 


BUSINESS OF THE SESSION.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester), 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.), and Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour i a a 





CAsE OF SIR REDVERS BULLER—PEKSONAL EXPLANATION, Mr. Broprick. 


Mr. Brodrick 
Sir Edward Grey ( Nor thumberland, Berw we hk) 
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New Writ.—New Writ for the Borough of Leeds (North Division), in the 
room of the Right Hon. William Lawies Jackson, now Baron Allerton, 
called up to the House of Peers.—(Sir William Walrond.) ... ve i -oe 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill; Shop Clubs Bill, with Amendments ... 791 


NEI” BILLS. 

ExpirinG Laws CONTINUANCE BILt.—“ To continue various expiring laws,” 

presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing Order No. 31 ; to 

be read a second time tomorrow, and to be printed. {Bill 281.] ... Pe) 
PaciFic CABLE Bitit.—*‘t To substitute the Government of the Commonwealth 

of Australia for the Governments of the States of New South Wales, 

Queensland, and Victoria in The Pacific Cable Act, 1901,” presented by 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing Order No. 31; to be read a 

second time tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 282.] ss , - i 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 7. 


Sir HH. ¢ ‘ump hell Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ad ee 791 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again.”—(Sir H. Camphell-Banweriuin.) 


The P, bine Ministe a and First Lord of the Tivasury (Vr. A. eA Bulfour, 


Munchester, BE.) «on ce: 5 a - oe «= 48 
Sir William Harcourt ( ‘Rmeiiiitiv B58 a i és see 
Mr. Mike wane 7 aa 8 N.) eee ven ‘ ove <2 795 
Mi. Broadhurst (Leicester) VF ce — hs : ua 200 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR, Elland) = is ... 796 
Mr. € Thanniny ( Northamptonsh ire, | — — a soa | 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... 2 ane Ge ‘3 oe |e 
Mr. Lloydl- Greorge (Cc aruarvoru Boroughs) cee eee eee cee TOS 
Nir a wry Fowler | Wolverhumpton, ©) ax: Rh as ae . Col 
Mr. im Balfour a7 A. e ws ©6OG2 
Mr. Sifvad Hutton (York: chive, iW" aS Morley) wis 6 ahi ~- 800 
Mr. George White (Norpolk, NW. - i ... 806 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 213. (Division List No. 307.) 
Mr. Charles M* Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ore kes 35 woe §=6 OU 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 38, to leave out from the beginning to the word 


‘under,’ in line 40, and to insert the words ‘The local educational 
authority may appoint managers.’ ”°—(Vr. Charles M*drthur.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause. 


Mr. « okt. Balto: ay oa iets 

Dr. Mer mamara (Camberiae//, NN.) 

Mr. Ernest Gray ( (Mest Hui, NV.) 

Mi. Bryes ; ee 

Mr. A. J. Balfour saa 

Mr. Yowall (Vottingham, W.) 

Mr. Tr rwlyan 

Mr. Channing ant fala mae 

Mr. Corrlé Grant (] ‘arwikshire, Leughy) 

Mr. Lloud- George ‘ is : 
The Attorney Gi aeral (Sir Lobert Finlay, Hite Burghs) 
Mr. Georgy /] hiti os ove elas 

Mr. Hi yreoud Johustone ‘Riad ‘. lov: shin) 

Mr. : Sud ne Y Buaston (Tower Hoaml ts, a as 

Sir Willian Harcourt 

Mr. Dillon (Muyo, E.) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. I rl it Rolu rts (Di nhighsh ii @; HW.) 


Amendment proposed 


“Tn page 2, line 38, after the word ‘schools,’ to insert the words 
‘within the area of any local education authority.’ ”’—(Mr. Herbert 
Roberts. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 

Sir William Llareourt 

Sir Robi rt Finlay an 

Dr. Macnemara 

Mr. Channing ote 

Mir. Alfred Hutton 

Mr. George White ... 

Mr. Herhert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 
Vr. Breadhiurst 

Mr. Lloyd-Creorye 


(Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 120; Noes, 273. (Division List No. 308.) 
Mr. eg oes 
Mr. r. PA Balfour 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. M* Kenna 
Myr. A. J. Balfoui 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, lines 38 and 39, to leave out the words ‘shall he 
managed in the case of-schools’.”—(.Vr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Mr. Trevelyan : 
Mr. Whitle y (Halifu.) 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 7: 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, lines 38 and 39, to leave out the words ‘shall be 
managed in the case of schools.’”—(Ur. 4. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause. 


Mr. Whitle y nies 

Ur. Soares (Devonshire, Bar staple) ) 

Mr. Towkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ... 

Mr. Frederick Wilson (Nor folk, a 

Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee ). aut 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersets hive, | tee 
Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Ernest Gray 

Mr. br Ye oe. ons 

Mr. A. el Balfour au 

Mujor Rasch (Esser , Chelmsford) XS 

Mr. Joseph L Pease (E SSE, Saffron i} “al: le on) 


(Juestion put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 237. (Division List No. 309.) 
Mr. Whitley 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority, to insert the 
words ‘or for the use of which any rent is paid by them.’ ”—(J/r. 
Whitley.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
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Mr. A. -/. Balfour . 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamor mrshire, Mid.) 
Dr. Mae Hamar a8 
Mr. Ernest Gray 

Mr. McKenna or 

Mr. Alfred Hutton 

Sir Brampton Gurdon ( ag toll, N d Y.) 

Mr. Corrie Grant 

Mr. Whitley 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. Committee report progress ; to sit again tomorrow. 


Midwives Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to . 


Education Act, 1901 (Renewal) Bill.—LRead a second time, and committed 


for tomorrow 2m fed ea ee 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) Act, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SECTION 1 
(7) OF THE AcT 1).—Return ordered “ showing, according to the Accounts 
for the twelve months preceding the 31st day of March, 1902, furnished to 
the Local Government Board under Section 1 (7) of the London (Equalisa- 
tion of Rates) Act, 1894 :— 


(1) The amounts paid during the year by the London County Council out 
of the Equalisation Fund under the Act to the Corporation of the City 
of London and each of the Councils of Metropolitan Boroughs to whom 
payments out of that fund were made. 


2) The amount of the expenses incurred during the year by each of these 
authorities (a) under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, including 
expenses of scavenging streets ; (b) in respect of lighting ; and (c) in 
respect of streets (other than the expenses of scavenging) ; and— 


(5) The amount expended during the year by each such authority out of 
the sums received by them under the Act. (In continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 358, of Session 1901)."—(Wr. Grant Lawson)... 


Post OFFICE Site (OBAN) Drarr ProyvistoNAL OrDER.—Ordered, that the 
evidence taken before the Committee of this House on the Bill for the 
Callander and Oban Railway Act, 1897, be referred to the Commissioners 
appointed under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to 
inquire into the Post Office Site (Oban) Draft Provisional Order, 1902.— 
(The Lord Adv ete) : saa Secs en az 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS : TUESDAY, 22np JULY, 1902. 


Royal AsseENT: Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent— 


1. Finance. 
2. Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers. 

3. Cremation. 

4. Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment. 
5. British Museum. 
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6. Immoral Trattie (Scotland). 

7. Police Reservists. 

8. Prison Ofticers (Pension). 

9. Labour Bureaux (London). 
10. University of Wales (Graduates). 
11. Musical Copyright. 

2. Pauper Children (Ireland). 

3. London Government Scheme (Southwark). 
4. Pilotage Provisional Order. 
5. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
16. Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provisional Orders, 
17. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
18. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
19. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5). 
“0. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8). 
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29, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1). 
30. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

1. Loeal Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
32. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4). 
3. Local Government ([reland) Provisional Orders (Gas). 
34. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes). Lo 
35. Loeal Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2). 


36. Paisley Gas Provisional Order Confirmation. 


37. London (Poplar) Provisional Order. Ea 
38. Buekie Burgh Extension and Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour Order 
Confirmation. Br 


39. Irvine Corporation Order Confirmation. 

40. Stonehaven Town Hall Order Confirmation. 
41. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1). Pic 
42. Rothesay Tramways (Extension) Order Confirmation. 
43. West Hampshire Water. 

44. Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway. 

45. Bedford Corporation Water. Co 
46. South Metropolitan Gas. 
47. Belfast Corporation. 

48. Broadstairs Gas. 

19. Rickmansworth Gas. Fi 
50. Great Northern Railway (No. 1). 
51. Bradford Corporation. 

52. Northumberland Electric Tramways. Fle 
53. Rusthall Manor. 

54. City of London (Public Health). 
55. Kent Water. Ba 
56. South Wales Electrical Power Distribution. 
57. West Ham Gas. 

58. Ticehurst Water. 

59. Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Tramways. 
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61. North British Railway (Steam Vessels). 
62. Halifax Corporation. 
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64. Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 
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NEW PEER. 


sir Francis WALLACE GRENFELL, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Lieutenant General in 
the Army, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of the forces, with the rank 
of General, in Malta, having been created Baron Grenfell of lXilvey, in the 
county of Glamorgan—was (in the usual manner) introduced 


SAT FIRST. 
Lorp TENTERDEN sat first in Parliament after the death of his father ... 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Eastbourne Corporation Bill; Reported with Amendments ... 


Bristol Corporation Bill [1.1.]; Medway and Thames Canal Bill [1.1.}. 
Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to a i iis; 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 


the Whole House on Thursday next 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill; Read 3°, with 


the Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill; Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
a further Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill; Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1"; and referred to the Examiners ; we Ane a4 


Barry Railway Bill [.1.]; Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirmation Bill 
H.L.]; Glasgow Corporation (Gas, etc.) Order Confirmation Bill [H.1.]; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
see Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.1.].— Returned from the 
ommons, agreed to oe — oe hs i; ee sea 
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Central London Railway Bill {H.L.|.—Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [1.1. ae 


—Returned from the Commons, agreed to, with Amendments 


Caledonian Railway Bill; Omagh Urban District Gas Bill ; Salford Cor- 
poration Bill; Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill; Great Central 
and Midland Railways (South Yorkshire Railways) Bill; Midland Rail- 
way Bill; Midland Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill; Norwich Corporation 
(Electricity, etc.) Bill; Cleethorpes Improvement Bill ; East Worcester- 
shire Water Bill; North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply Bill.—- 
Returned from the Commons, with the Amendments agreed to 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.— Moved, That the Order 
made on the 14th day of March last, “ That no Provisional Order Contfir- 
mation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Thursday, the 19th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and 
that the Bill be now read 2° (The Eurl of Dudley); agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the whole House me 


Land Drainage Provisional Order Bill: Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. ” Bill. 
Read 3 (according to order) and passed 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 
[H.L.].-Commons Amendments considered (according to order), and 
agreed to... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 3* (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


New Forest (Sale of lands for Public Purposes) Bill; Commons Regula- 
tion (Sodbury) Provisional Order Bill. —House in Committee (: recording to 
order); Bills reported without Amendment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Light Raitways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the 
construction of — 


I. A light railway in the Counties of Kent and Surrey, from Orpington to 
Tatstield. 

II. Light railways in the rural district of Halesowen, in the County of 
Worcester. 

III. A light railway in the West Riding of the County of York from 
Holmfield to Southowram. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
Mipwives bi__.—Returned from the Commons, with the Amendmenis agreed to. 


Evecrric LIGHTING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. SECOND READING. — 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... ae 


Read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL DiLAPIDATIONS—TREFOR TRAIAN BENEFICE. 


Lord Stanley of Alderley vt 
The Lord Pres ident of the ( Youncil (The Dubs of Devonshire) 


TEACHERS’ CERTIFICATES.—Lord Leay 
Duke of The ronsh ie 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o'clock, to Thursday 


next, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 22np JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
RoyaL AssENtT CoMMIssION.—-Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went and being returned — 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills (see page 877) ... 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill.—-Lords Amendments con- 
sidered and agreed to ... 


Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill.—As amended, considered. .. 


Ordered, That in the case of Fleetwood Urban District Council Bill, as 
amended, Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
3111 be now read the third time.— (Mr. Caldwell.) 


(iNing’s Consent signified) ; Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords]; Electri 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation (No, 1) Bill { Lords ].—Read a second time and committed ... 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill 
| Lords] ; and Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill 
| Lords |.--Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill 
ars and Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill 
| Lords}, that they have power, if they think fit, to consolidate the said two 
Bills jie one Bill.—(Mr. Bartley.) ... sie sig 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to— 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. 

West Ham Corporation Bill. 

Newport Corporation Bill. 

North-Eastern Railway Bill. 

London and North-Western Railway Bill. 

North Metropolitan Tramways Bill. 

Croydon and District Electric Tramways Bill. 

Metropolitan Railway Bill. 

London County Council (General Powers) Bill, with Amendments... 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLt.—Petitions against : From Gloucester ; 


Northwich ; Golear; Bradford ; London; Manchester (two): Longsight ; 
Gorton ; and Leeds; to lie upon the Table 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bitt.—Petitions for alteration: From 


Devonport; Bangor; Middleton St. George; Carlton -le- Mo wrland ; 


Bridgwater ; and Exeter ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return for the quarter 
ended 30th June, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table = 


IntisH LAND ComMission PROCEEDINGS.—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of March, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ee 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto |ordered 
25th June; Mr. Boland]; to lie upon the Table 


Souta Arrica.—Copy presented, of telegrams concerning the Siege of Lady- 
smith {by Command]; to lie upon the Table... ; 


Light Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a light railway in the West Riding of 
the county of York from Holmtield to Southowram (Holmfield and South- 
owram Light Railway Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


LiGHt Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a light railway in the counties of 
Kent and Surrey from Orpington to Tatsfield (Orpington, Cudham, and 
Tatstield Light Railway Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table - seas ., ; or 


Ligur Raitways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the rural district 
of Halesowen, in the county of Worcester (Halesowen Light Railways 
(Extensions) Order, 1902) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


INDIA—CHIEFSHIP) OF KYTHAL, PUNJAB.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton = 


TENTS FOR District OFFICERS ON Tour IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. Weir; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton Bes ies aS pe 


NAVAL LIEUTENANTS ON COASTGUARD SERVICE—PAY, VISITING ALLOWANCE, 
IncoME TAx.—-Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ... ~ 


Sourw ArricaA—CENsonrsHIP.—Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ous — ay oe sa 
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LocAL LOANS—RATEs OF INTEREST.—Question, Colonel Nolan, Galway, N.): 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ; 9 





CuiNA—Likin) Dvuties.—Question, Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) : Answer, 
Lord Cranborne 


EpucaTion ELECTION ORDERS.—Question, Sir Brampton Gurdon (Nortolk, 5.) ; 
Answer, Sir John Gorst a or - 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINST LIVER FLUKE. — Question, Mr. Humphreys -Owen 
(Montgomeryshire) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... " 


GALWAY Irish INTERPRETER.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


[MPERIAL YEOMANRY—CASE OF Ropert EpMONDSON.—Question, Mr. Claude 
Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


RETURN OF TROOPS — SECOND EssEX REGIMENT. — Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair (Essex, Romford); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


REMOUNTS— PURCHASES IN HUNGARY, AUSTRALIA AND AMERICA, —-(Juestion, 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeenshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SourH AFRICA—MEDALS, ETC., FOR NURSEs.—Question, Mr. Charles Douglas 
(Lanarkshire, N.W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick... 7 


NETHERLANDS RAILWAY—ARREARS OF INTEREST. — Question, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Post OFFICE BULLDINGS—INSPECTION UNDER FAacTORY ACTs.—(uestion, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


SourH ArricA—REPATRIATION OF BoER PRISONERS.—Question, Mr. Lioyvd- 
(seorge (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


JOHANNESBURG M1INES— NativE Lapour— ARREST OF FIVE NATIVES. 
Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushclitfe); Answer, Mr. 4). 
Chamberlain ny ¥ 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


SOUTH AFRICAN SETTLEMENT.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


ReMOUNTS—THE Struppert Case.—Questions, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 5.) ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


NATIONAL SCOUTS—ENLISTMENT IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN CONSTABULARY. 
Question, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland); Answer, Mr. 


Brodrick 
TERMS OF PEACE—VEREENIGING RESOLUTIONS.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, 
E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick f- fui Pe 6 


Lorp MILNER AND THE “JOHANNESBURG STAR.”—Question, Mr. Dillon ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ee at 
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SOLDIERS’ WAR GRATUITIES.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... - 3 ey fe “a3 aoe Ns .-- 905 


AGE Recu LATIONS FOR VOLUNTEERS. Sieiaisiainn Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 
Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... 5 a ; ns ssi sats ..- 903 


CHATHAM NAVAL STOUREHOUSEMEN.—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, The 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) > 906 


GIBRALTAR—ANGLO-SPANISH RELATIONS.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Lord Cranborne, 


Roe shester ) 906 
PEMBROKESHIRE Hunt Hounps.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chestertield) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. 
Hanbury. Preston) a a. is - as ny a cs | OCF 
ARGENTINE Beer TRADE.—Question, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith); Answer, Mr. 
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ScorrisH Deer Forests ReruRN—APPLECROsS Forest.—Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty): Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire ) 90S 
Port or Ness HARrBour.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ... ike oe ie — As pi ae ae << oe 
PEMALE TRAINING COLLEGE IN DUBLIN.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.) 
and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 909 
POLICE PENSIONERS AS PRISON WARDERS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down Co., 
S.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... cal ie ve ve i » 910 
Naas Reuistry Orrick.—Question, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Ree Pai ea at sal es ‘he Sh as OO 


RoyaL HibeRNIAN ACADEMY.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 911 


Scottish DEER Forests —INaccurareE Retrurns. — Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ss ae des i ane a OE 


IMPERIAL DereNce.—Questions, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour = ate ues a O52 


BUSINESS oF THE Hovusr.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; 


Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 912 
SouTH Arkica—Covurts-MARTIAL COMMISSION, 
| Motion for Adjournment. | 
Mr. Coyhill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ... on ae sa oss oo 


{| Motion ruled out of order. ] 


NEW MEMBER SWORN Devlin, esquire, for the County of Kil- 
kenny (North ieeg Division). 
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05 BUSINESS OF THE House (Suppiy).—Ordered, That three additional days 
’ be allotted to the Business of Supply.--(Mr. 4. J. Bul four.) 
03 NEW BILL. 
Uo 
Isle otf Man (Customs) Bill.—“ To amend the Law with respect to Customs 
0G Duties in the Isle of Man ;” presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under 


Standing Order No. 31; to be read a second time tomorrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 253. ] 


06 Education (England and Wales) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
07 (Mr. J. W. LowTHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 7 : 


Ox 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority,’ to insert the words 
Os ‘or for the use of which any rent is paid by them.’ ”—(J/r. Whitey.) 
Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
( 
- Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) —... .. 914 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Faverncee Burghs) ate ao S45 
Ve. Whitley ies mest ane fone ui rats w. O15 
09 Mr. James Hope (Sheffield, Brightside)... ae af .. 916 
Mr. M- Kenna ( Monuiouthshire, N. ) . 216 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (i a A. J. Balfour, 
10 Munchester, E.) ae py SA oe are 916 
Mr. L} oy George (Curnarvon Boroughs) acd ey us BE 
Mr. Evruest (rray (West Hain, N.) a ee ; 917 
10 Mr. A. di. Balfour aS dias bes a: ae a. SS 
Dr. Macnamera SCleeabevenalll N.) sat en Bas . Se 
ll Sir Rol rt Finlay coe eee oes eee aon eas 9-610 Y?] 
Mr. Whitley dae — eee noe J sei x See 
Mr. Yorall (Vottinghamshire, ¥.) Pes ar Sa ica oa 
11 ; 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
| Mr. M‘Kenna a xd mee pe iéd a d ww 983 
» 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority,’ to insert the words 
12 ‘and any school not so provided whic h is the only aa elementary 
school within a radius of three miles.’ ”-—(Mfr. M*Kennu. 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A.J. Balfour ... as seus ae = siete “kis .. 925 
3 Mr. Lloyd George ... sacs oan a ras =e oh sao “926 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, Bb.) ... oe a — ois > ©6929 
Lord Hugh Cecil ingen =e ae ‘ont is és ... 929 
Mr. A.J. Balfour . a = oe iy ... 930 
Lord Edinund Fitzmaurice ( Wiltshire, Cricklude) ... ane a .. 930 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, EB.) ... sae eh sos 6DSI 


Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) a — .. 932 
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Mr. Caine (Cornaeall, Cambor er 

Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WR. Elland 

Mr. 7. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Mr. Kiimott (Oldham) 

Mi. Broadhurst (Leicester) : 

Jr. T; itton (Lumbeth, Norwood) — oe 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. John Redinond ( Waterford) 

Sir Micha: ] Fost r (London University) 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.)... 
Mr. Wallace (Pe ith) 

Mr. A. Mt if Balfour... conan se 

Sir HH. Camplu -Bannerman (Stirling Burgis) 
Mr. Alfred Hutton ( Yorkshire, WLR., Morl v/) 
Sip William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 
Mr. A. Jd. Balfour ... pies ae 

Ni John Bi anes (Cheshire, Northivich ) 

Mr. Helv (Luneashire, Laneast Yr) 

Mr. Dillow ... a ; 
Mr. i. ed Wilson (lVorkshire, W.R., Holmprth) 
Dy. Mer “ae wire . . 


Question put. 


The 


Committee divided : —Ayes, 124; Noes, 243. (Division List No. 310.) 


Amendment proposed : 


‘In page 2, line 39, to leave out from the word ‘authority,’ to 
end of clause, and insert the words—‘ shall, where the local education 
authority are the Council of a County, have a body of managers con- 
sisting of a number of managers not exceeding four appointed by that 
Council, together with a number not exceeding two appointed by the 
minor local authority. Where the local education authority are the 
Council of a borough or urban district they may, if they think fit. 
appoint for any school provided by them, such number of managers as 
they may determine. 


“(2) All public elementary schools not provided by the local edu- 
cation authority shall have a hody of managers consisting of a number 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed as provided by this 
Act, together with a number of managers not exceeding two 


appointed 


“(ay Where the local education authority are the Council of a 
County, one by that Council and one by the minor local authority ; 
and (/) Where the local education authority are the Council of a 
horough or urban district, both by that authority. 


(3) One of the managers appointed by the minor local authority 
or the manager so appointed, as the case may he, shall he the parent 
of achild who is, or has been, during the last twelve months, a scholar 
in the school. 


“(4) The ‘minor local authority’ means the Council of any 
horough or urban district, or the Parish Council or (where there is no 
Parish Council) the Parish Meeting of any parish which appears to the 
County Council to he served by the schoel. Where the school appears 
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to the County Council to serve the area of more than one minor local 
authority the County Council shall make such provision as they think 
proper for joint appointment by the authorities concerned.’ ”—(Mr. A. 
Re Balfour.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


© Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Tlhvston) a cee sie mi a? 962 
Sir Willie Harcourt rms “a8 <P ond ot ..» 964 
lr, Samuel Evans (Glamorqaushire, _ Mil) aoa meh , ic Ok 


(7.8.) Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 91; Noes, 267. (Division List No. 311.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Altved Hutton... as a a8 ¥ + in EN 


Amendment proposed 


“In line 2, after ‘shall,’ to insert ‘either singly or in a group.’ 
(Wir. Al tred Hutton.) 


Mr. a. yo Balfour ... oat a ae ay ae ; . 97] 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill {Lorps] (By Onper). As 


amended, considered. 


Mr. Plamines (Vewvcastle) re Sh AN ve se bes ae 972 


A Clause (Company to carry bicyeles)—(Mr. Plummer)—brought up, and 
read the first and second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Clause be added to the 


Bill.” 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, NAV.) me rs, bis 55 ws OF4 
Captain Norton (Vewington, War cx an ae mee fee 974 
Mr, Robson (South Shields) Ss a te ae . OTS 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) ... dae Ane . 975 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; a on so ee 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rughy) “e 7 6 aad eo Oe 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... sie nee na ae aoe 977 
Mr. Burtley (Islington, NV.) nate ore a oe ccs, . See 
Mr. John i ilson (Durhan, Mid. isa gi ao eee ws |= CS 
Mr, Altred Thomas ote ese E.) ; ae 3c >» 08 
Mr, € ‘ruwford Smith (Northumber lund, Tyneside) is ee sex. 8 
Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop sncenti es roe — re, 


Mr. Shaw (Stafford) Bik aig as ioe Ee 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 219 ; Noes, 48. (Division List No. 312.) 
Amendment made— 


“In Clause 59, page 46, line 5, after ‘ parcels,’ to insert ‘ and 
bicycles.’ 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 51, page 46, line 5, to leave out ‘6d. in order to 
. Py ss J ‘ ? 
insert § 3d. °—(Mr. Plummer.) 


Mr. Parker Smith ... poe ee te sick : “é .. 982 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... an sass bar bec ; : San 983 


Amendment made— 


“In Clause 63, page 48, after line 26, to insert ‘for every bicycle 


3d.’ 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tyd cil) 5 ces oe a .. US4 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 48, line 27, to leave out the word ‘ sixpence, and insert 
the words ‘one penny —(Mr. Keir Hardic)—instead thereot.” 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word ‘sixpence’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 164 ; Noes, 129. (Division List No. 313.) 


Mr Keir Hardie... ee bars 53 how QX7 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 48, line 28, to leave out from the word * provided,’ to 
the word * packages’ in line 31, both inclusive.”—(Mir. Aviv Hardie.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumberland, Penrit)) a tu ; . DST 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
bill to be read the third time. 
Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
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Clause 7 :— 


Amendment proposed 

“Tn page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority,’ to insert the 
words ‘shall, where the local education authority are the Council of a 
county, have a body of managers consisting of a body of managers not 
exceeding four appointed by that Council, together with a number not 
exceeding two appointed by the minor local authority. 

‘Where the local education authority are the Council of a borough 
or urban district, they may, if they think fit, appoint for any school 
provided by them such number of managers as they may determine. 

*(2) All public elementary schools not provided by the local edu- 
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cation authority shall have a body of managers consisting of a number: 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed as provided by this Act,. 


together with a number of managers not exceeding two appointed— 
‘(a) Where the local education authority are the Council of a 
county, one by that Council and one by the minor local authority ; and 
‘(b) Where the local education authority are the Council of a 
borough or urban district, both by that authority. 

‘(3) One of the managers appointed by the minor local authority, 
or the manager so appeinted, as the case may be, shall be the parent 
of a child who i is, or has been, during the last twelve months a scholar 
in the school. 

‘(4) The “minor local authority ” means the Council of any 
borough or urban district, or the Parish Council, or (where there is no 


Parish Council) the parish meeting of any parish which appears to. 


the County Council to be served by the school. Where the school 
appears to the County Council to serve the area of more than one 
minor local authority, the County Council shall make such provision 
as they think proper for joint appointment by the authorities con- 
cerned,’ ”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George ti 


Amendment proposed to the said proposed Amendment— 

“ After the first word ‘ county,’ to insert the words ‘ shall, subject 
as hereinafter provided, be managed by the minor local authority, and 
shall.’ "—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

(Juestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... 
Mr. € Channing 
Mr. Bryce ane 


Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersets hire, ‘E. . 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen 


Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffords shire, Lichfic ll) . 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ve see 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80 ; Noes, 230. (Division List No. 314.) 

It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 

Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
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Education Act, 1901 (Renewal) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Bill read the third time and passed -- 999 


Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill.—Order [17th June], That the Meat Marking 
(Ireland) Bill be committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete., 
read and discharged. Bill withdrawn ... see ona das .-- 1000 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, z3rp JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Way and Means... 1001 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





Rossendale Valley cemage 2 Bill {[Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time me er ae A Nes .s« 100] 





Local Government Provisional Orders wom §) Bill.—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to es 5 = oe sos, L001 


Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Confirmation Bill {Lorps).— 
Read the third time and passed, without Amendment a »». LOOT 


Portpatrick and Wigtownshire Joint ny Order eee Bill. 


——Read the third time and passed _... .. 1001 


Swansea Corporation Bill {Lorps|.—Reported, with Amendments, and an 
amended Title ; Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed... .-» 1001 


Private Bills (Group N).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group N of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties 
concerned in the Gas and Water Orders Contirmation (No. 2) Bil! [Lords] 
{Syston and Thurmaston Gas Order], they had adjourned till ‘Tuesday, 29th 
July, at half-past Eleven of the clock —_ ee om i ... 1001 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
PETITIONS. 


Bankruprcy Law AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protee- 


tion Society, against ; to lie upon the Table ee sis ee ..» LOO 
Country Courts JURISDICTION EXTENSION BiLL.—Petitions in favour: Frem 

Seottisn Trade Protection Society and Kirkcaldy ; to lie upon the Table ... 1002 
Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against : From Failsworth ; 

Manchester ; Thornaby-on-Tees ; Wood Green; Pendleton : Salford ; 

and Weaste = Seedley ; to lie upon the Table —... ae iis ..- 1002 


Epication (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) BILL.—Petitions against alteration of 
Clause 8: From Stratton and Birmingham ; to lie upon the T able .-. 1002 


EpUcATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From West 
Riding of Yorkshire; Arllechwedd ; France Lynch; Bussage ; Blackburn 
(three) ; and Cheltenham ; to lie upon the Table... iss wnt ... 1002 
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Ic—e CREAM SHops (ScoTLAND) (No. 2) BiLt_.—Petitions from Kirkcaldy, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table te ae Aes a ee “= OOS 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BILL.—Petition from Grimsby, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ae ou a Fe ve -- 1002 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND).—Return (presented 22nd July) to be printed. 


[No. 288.] ane na : sae _ ons 0s ss --- 1002 
Moray FirtH FOREIGN TRAWLERS.—Return em 21st sine to be asm 

[No. 289. | net a oF ae son 1002 
Factory AND WorKsHOP AcCTs (HOME Works) (MAKING OF CHAINS, ANCHORS, 


Cart GEAR, Locks, LATCHES AND KeEys).—Copy presented, of Order, dated 
14th July, 1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
applying Sections 107 and 108 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1902, to 
factories and workshops in which the making of chains, anchors, cart gear, 
locks, latches and keys is carried on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table — ... 1002 


Factory AND WoRKsHOP ACTs (PARTICULARS OF PIECE WORK WAGEs) (LOcKs, 
LATCHES, AND Keys).—Copy presented, of Order, dated 14th July, 1902, 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, applying, with 
modifications, the provisions of Section 116 of the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1901, to factories and workshops in which the making of locks, latches 
and keys is carried on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table se oi .-» 1003 


Facrory AND WorkKSHOP ACTS (PARTICULARS OF PIECEWORK WAGES) (CHAINS, 
ANCHORS, AND Cart GEAR).—Copy presented, of Order, dated 14th July, 
1902, made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, applying, 
with modifications, the provisions of Sections 116 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1901, to factories and workshops in which the making of 
chains, anchors, and cart gear is carried on [hy on to lie upon the 
Table... ae oe ee van fas sa ae -+» L003 


BRITISH AND ForEIGN TRADE.—Copy presented, of Memorandum on_ the 
Comparative Statistics of Population, Industry, and Commerce in the 
United Kingdom and some leading Foreign Countries [by Command]; to 


lie upon the Table 1003 
CONGESTED Districts BoaRp (IRELAND). —Copy presented, of Eleventh Report 

of the Board, being for the vear ending 31st March, 1902 [hy Command] : 

to lie upon the Table ae ree 1003 
NaTIONAL EpucaTion (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Sixty-eighth Report 

of the Commissioners of National Education in Ireland, being for the year 

1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... ses sini dit ... 1003 
Dustin METROPOLITAN POLICE..—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 

16th July ; Mr. Harrington]; to lie upon the Table see ini ... 1003 


LocaL TAXATION RETURNS (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for 1900-1901 [by is to lie upon the table, and to be 
printed. [No. 290]... on ‘ se a ve ‘on ... 1003 

WetsH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (SCHEMES).—Return ordered, “ showing the 
schemes which have received the sanction of the Department, under the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, ]889, and the composition of (a) the 
County Governing Bodies, and (b) the County School Committees in each 
County or County Borough in Wales.” —(Mr. Kenyon) re ae «-« L004 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





MitirarRy Maps oF SALISBURY PLAIN—-ALLEGED IMPERFECTIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


TRAINING CAMPS FOR SANDHURST CADETS.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick x ie 


INDIA— DREDGING OF THE GANGES.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Lord George Hamilton ; 


DarJEELING—HIMALAYAN RAILWAY—LIGHTING OF CARRIAGEsS.-—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ; 

KHAIRPUR RUPEE COoINAGE.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton ; me ; 


MepicaL EXAMINATION OF PASSENGERS LEAVING CALCUTTA.—-Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Lord George Hamilton Pa i ne ; 


MEKRAN AND PERSO-BALUCH OPERATIONS—MEDALS.—Question, Sir Seymour 
King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton — 


IsLAND OF Lewis LIGHTs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Graham 
Murray ... si a a : 

ISLAND OF Lewis RoAps.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Graham Murray 

HIGHLAND AND INVERGARRY AND Fort AvGustus RAILWAY PROYISIONAL 
Orper Bitt.—Mr. John Dewar (Inverness); Answer, Mr. Graham 
Murray ... ‘ wr 

SHEEP WorryING BiLL.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury : ne . sie i 


Customs STATISTICAL OFFICE-AssISTANT.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shore: 
ditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


Suicipe or A Boarp or Epucation CLERK.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ci w the : 

SWITZERLAND — ARREST OF TWO ENGLISH LADIES.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... os we ma 


Pusiic ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS STATISTICS.—Question, Mr. Charles Morley 
(Brecknock) ; Answer, Sir John Gorst nce ae P 


GIBRALTAR — FRENCH NAVAL STATION AT MEks-EL-KEBIR.—Question, Lord 
Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold Forster 


LicensinG Britt — BREWSTER SESSIONS. — Question, Sir John Rolleston 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie oe sas aa sea a ae 


IRELAND——CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE ACT— STATISTICS OF PROSECUTIONS. — 
Question, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford); Answer, Mr. Wyndham, _... 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick... sit ss ~ x itu sae an pie 
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SouTH AFRICA—RETURN OF Dr. LEYDS AND OTHER AFRICANDERS.—Question, 
Mr. Newdigate (Warwickshire, Nuneaton); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CivIL SERVANTS OF THE LATE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS.—Question, Mr. 
Thomas Shaw (Hawick, Burghs); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CorONATION BANK HOLIDAYS.—Questions, Sir Seymour King, Mr. Charles 
Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ihe 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


tAILWAY BRAKES.—Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) ; Answers, the 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) 


INSPECTORS OF SECONDARY SCHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross) ; Answer, the Vice President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, Cambridge University) 


PubLic PRosecuTOR— ALLEGED COMPANY FRAUDS. — Question, Mr. John 
Campbell (Armagh, S.); Answer, The Attorney General (Sir Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ‘ -— 

SMALL DweLiincs Acagurisirion ActT—DUBLIN SCHEMES. — Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Unirep Irish LEAGUE AND THE Cork CourtT-HOUSE.——Questions, Mr. Moore 
(Antrim, N.) and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford); Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham a bes ; i. oe 


MaRINE Works (IRELAND) BiLt. — Question, Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DisTURBANCES AT ScCARVA, ANTRIM.—Questions, Mr. Moore, Mr. Lonsdale 
(Armagh, Mid.), Mr. MacVeagh (Down County, S.), Mr. MacCartney 
(Antrim, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ea a ots = 


OFFICIAL ASSIGNEES IN BANKRUPTCY—MrR. Knox McENTIRE. — Question, 
Mr. Nannetti; Answer, The Attorney General (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) ; ie 


TkisH NATIONAL Boarp OF EpUCATION.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham Lol 


RATHKEALE Fatrs.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham i ssa a ; 


IMPERIAL TAXATION AND EXPENDITURE IN TRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


RoyaL Hiperntan ACADEMY.—Question Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr.Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) we me 


Triso Licuts Be /ARD.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Trusts AND BoUNTIES—INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
dalfour, Manchester, E.) ve 
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Foop anp Drucs Acts AMENDMENT BILL.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey, 


(Somersetshire, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour hi wits 


Epucation GRANT. = Mr. Alfred Hutton ee’ W. aaa Morley) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... as , ‘ a 


Sale of Intoxicatin =} ors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 
orthwith ; considered, and agreed to bee ode 


ments to be considered 
Suppty [NINETEENTH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
(Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
CIviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, 
he granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Offices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the 
Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
Mr. Devlin (Kerry, N.) ... 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) 
Mr, Mae Veagh (Down Co, 8.) ... 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.).. 
Mr. Haldane, (Haddingtonshire) . 
The ¢ 4 4 Secretary for Ireland ( Ur. Wy adam Beer) 
Mr. 7 RR nssell (Tyrone, S.) “ts a ents 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
Suppty [NINETEENTH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass I, 


1, £45,802, to complete the sum for Railways, Ireland. 
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Crass II. 
2. £12,377, to complete the sum for Registrar General’s Office, Ireland. 


3. £10,456, to complete the sum for Valuation and Boundary Survey, 
Ireland. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, 
he granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses 
ot the Oftices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the 
Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. 7. IV. Russell aay fia oe ee «+ BOOZ 
Mr, Catheart Wason (Orkney, Shetland) ai nae oe ms «o> BIOS 
Mr. Tombinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ea ee a wats ... 1106 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) ees Sa ae re ... 1109 
Mr Heviland Burke —_ County, Tullamore) xe ne w. 1115 
Vr. Lonsdale (Armagh, 2 Mil.) PLS ae oe ih aad coe SL 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again ”—(JJ/r. Dillon )—put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; Committee also report Progress ; to 
sit again tomorrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 247TH JULY, 1902. 
NEW PEERS 
Vicror ALger? Francis CHARLES, Lorp CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O., having been 


created Viscount Churchill of Rolleston, in the county of Leicester, was, 
(in the usual manner) introduced 


1121 


ALGERNON BerrRAM FREEMAN-MitForD, C.V.O., C.B., having been created Baron 
Redesdale of Redesdale in the county of Northumberland, was (in the usual 


manner) introduced... ete ore ma sin see 1121 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways pen ied cone sepemmeed 
tion Bill |1.1.]. Bill read 3* (according to order) .. . 1121 
Th. Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) ... re cw BEBE 


Amendment moved— 


‘In Clause 11, page 10, at the end of the Clause to insert as a new 
sub-section : ‘The provisions of the Conveyance of Mails Act, 1893, 
with respect to the conveyance of mails on tramway s by tramway com- 
panies shall apply to the conveyance of mails by the company by means 
of any vans employed by them ‘for the carriage of parcels on roads.’ ”—- 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Drafting Amendments agreed to. 

Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 

London County Council (Subways and Tramways) Bill.—The King’s 
consent signified, and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments i 121 

Post Office Sites Bill —London County Council (Money) Bill. Reported 
without Amendment er “ ibe ne ide Ba oon 2ESD 

Garson and District Tramways and Sheetete Supply siemead Bill.— 
Reported with Amendments. -- 1122 

London County Council (Tramways and rt eee 7“ —Reported 
from the Select Committee with Amendments a sce POe 

Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill.— Read 3", with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made; Bill passed and returned to the Commons... 1122 

London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.— Whitechapel and Bow Rail- 
way Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons 1122 

Metropolitan District Railway Bill. —Read 3°, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 1122 

Aberdeen Suburban Tramways Order Cratemation Bill sy H.L. |.—-Returned 
from the Commons agreed to ... = oe 1122 

Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) Bill. — Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6.) Bill, Sale of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill. 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 1122 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.——House in Committee 
(according to order) ; The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made ; Standing Committee negatived ; Report of Amendments to be 
received tomorrow . 1122 

Electric Lighting Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill [11.1.. | —House in Com- 
mittee (according to order); Bill reported without Amendment ; and_re- 
committed to the Standing Committee. 1122 

a and Wigtownshire Joint Railway Order Confirmation 

ill.— Brought from the Commons; read 1*, to be printed, and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
heen read 2* and reported from the Committee. (No. 162.) . 1133 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 

NATIONAL Epvcation (IRELAND).—Annual report of the Commissioners for the 
year 1901. ss se ar 1123 

CoNGEsTED Districts BoarD (IRELAND).—Report of the Board, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902 . 1123 

CIVIL SERVICE CoMMIsSION.—Forty-sixth report of His Majesty’s Commissioners ; 
with appendix. Presented (by Command, and ordered to lie on the Table 1123 
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SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868 (ORDERS FOR FISHERY GRANTS, 1901-1902).—Report 
of the Board of Trade under Part III. of the Sea Fisheri ies Act, 1868, 


Factory AND WoRrKsHOP.—Orders made by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, dated 14th July, 1902, applying :— 


I. Section 116 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1902, to factories and 
workshops in which the making of (1) Locks, latches, and keys ; (2) 
Chains, anchors, and cart gear ; is carried on. 


I]. Sections 107 and 108 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to 
factories and workshops in which the making of chains, anchors, cart 
gear, locks, latches, and keys is carried on. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


TRADE REPORT : ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 2860. Russia (St. Petersburg) ; 
No. 2861. Portugal (Chinde) 
No. 2862. China (Canton)... acs mek uss se fs ahh 


AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND).—Return for the quarter ended 30th June, 
1902 


IRISH LAND CoMMISSION (PROCEEDINGS).—Return for the month of March, 
1902 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE.—Memorandum on the comparative statistics of 
population, industry, and commerce in the United Kingdom and some 
os leading foreign countries 


PETITION. 


LICENSING BiLL.—Petition in favour of ; of the Good Templars of Nottingham : 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table re 


LICENSING BILL.—Reported from the Standing Committee with further Amend- 
ments. The Report of the Amendments made in Committee of the Whole 
House, and by the Standing Committee, to be received on Monday next : 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 159.) 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.1.].—A Bill for the better prevention of 
Corruption, was presented by the Lord Chancellor; read 1*; and to be 


printed. (No. 160.) 
New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill; ComMons RecuLa- 
TION (SODBURY) PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLL.—Read 3* (according to order), 


and passed 


Epvcation Act, 1901 (RENEWAL) Bir LL.—Brought from the Commons ; read 
1*; and to be printed. (No. 161.) ; 


Coopers Hit CoLiece. 


Lord Stanle -y of Alderle 7] 3 
The Under Secretary of State for Indie (The Earl of Hardwicke) 
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Lord Wolverton 


Page 


- 1132 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affirs ‘(The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 1133 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o'clock till 
tomorrow half past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 24th JULY, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND MEANS.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 


House of the unavoidable absence from this Evening’s Sitting of the Chair- 


man of Ways and Means 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Consett Water Bill an ps ].—Read the third time, and pees with Amend- 
ments ee eee . eee . .* : 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [Lorns].—Verbal Amend- 
ments made (King’s Content signified) ; Bill read the third time, and passed 
with Amendments 


Hastings Tramways Bill | Lor site Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment ws aia om = oan as 2 


Rhondda Urban District Council Tramways Bill hon ‘in the 


third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Taff Vale Railway Bill {Lorps. ine the third time, and cata with- 


out Amendment 


Leicester Corporation Bill {!.onps|.—As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time ar “a ions , 


Wrexham District agate dad Bill | Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time ... wie — =e oe ‘ ‘ 


Railway Bills (Group 10).—Mr. Asuron reported from the Committee on 
Group 10 of Railway Bills; That Mr. Skewes-Cox, one of the members of 
the s: ei Committee, was not present during the sitting of the Committee 
this day. 


Ordered, that Mr. Skewes-Cox do attend the Committee on Group 10 of 
tailway Bills Tomorrow, at Eleven of the clock 


MEssAGe FROM THE Lorps.—-That they have agreed to—Land Drainage Pro- 
visional Order Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill, Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill, without Amendment, Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, Colwyn Bay and Colwyn 
Urban District Council Bill, Finchley Urban District Council Bill, with 
Amendments. 

Amendments to, Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, 
ete.) Bill [Lords], Bristol Corporation Bill [Lords], Medway and Thames 
Canal Bill [Lords], Central London Railway Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment if ne: rm ron bas ues aa ica 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1 Bill) Leone, pes. with 
Amendments {Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered Tomorrow 


North Staffordshire Tramways Bill {Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 


ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Hastings Harbour District Railways (Extension of Time) Bill {Lorps}. 
—Reported, without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed ... 


Barrow Hematite Steel Company, Limited, Bill {Lornps].—Reported 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table we — one 


Dover Harbour Bill {Lorps}; Liverpool Cathedral Bill [Lords] ; Notting- 
ham Corporation Bill [Lords]; Margate Corporation Water Bill [Lords].— 
Great Northern and Strand Railway Bill { Lords}].—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Reports to lie wpon the Table, and to be printed : 

Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill | Lorps].—Reported with Amend- 


ments, and an amended Title; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed nee a ae 
PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE AND PusLic HEALTH (SCOTLAND) Bi_t,—Petition from Dysart, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table a es ine 5 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against : From Southport ; 
Rotherham ; Northampton ; and Salford; to lie upon the Table ‘ 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLt.—Petitions for alteration : From White- 
chapel ; Stepney ; New Barnet ; Kensworth ; Shrewsbury ; and Birmingham 
(two); to lie upon the Table ... 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER BiLi.—Petition from Caistor, 


against ; to lie upon the Table 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN PoOLice.—Return [presented 23rd July]; to be printed. 
{No. 291.] ‘ ne me 3 


Civit Service Commtission.—Copy presented, of Forty-sixth Report of the 
Commissioners, with Appendix [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


SEA FIsHERTES Act, 1868.—Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Trade 


under Part IIL of the Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1901-2 [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 292.] 


LoNDON ELrections Bri_.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 10th 


June ; Sir Charles Dilke|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
293, | ; eet as a ia Ue a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TraAbDE Reports (ANNUAL SERtEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2860 to 2862 [by Command]; to lie 


upon the Table. Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 
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Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (RULES).—Copy of General Rules as to Administra- 
tion Orders under Section 122, dated 10th July, 1902 [by Act] 


Post OrricE (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return ordered, “of revenue 
and expenditure of the Post Office for each year from 1869-70 (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 311, of Session 1901), and an estimate of 
the same for the year ended the 3lst day of March, 1902 in the following 
form :— 
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Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... 


Post OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE).—Return ordered, * of 
revenue and expenditure of the Post Oftice for each year from 1869-70 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 312, of Session 1901), and an 
estimate of the same for the year ended the 31st day of March 1902, i 
the following form : 
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Mr. 4 lusten ( hambe rlain 


SHIPS COMMISSIONED (CHATHAM, PortsMOUTH, AND Devonrort).— Return 
ordered, of the number of ships commisioned at the ports of Chatham, 
Portsmouth, and Devonport respectively, also the number paid out of com- 
mission at the same ports during the past five years.” —(Mr. Reginuld Lucas.) 


Interest on stock created for 
purchase of telegraphs. 
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1140 QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
FARR (SUTHERLANDSHIRE) Poor LAW MEpIcAL OFFICER.—Question, Mr. Cath- 

cart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray... 1141 


CONGESTED Districts BoaARD GRANT IN ROss-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray... = soe 24 


Foop AND DruG Acts PROSECUTIONS—CosTs OF SUCCESSFUL DEFENDANTS. 
_ stion, Sir John Stirling Maxwell diteati er eaniaen Mr. A. 
Graham Murray a : f : a «-. ERA 


TRAWLING IN Moray FiRTH—INTERNATIONAL CLOSURE.—Question; Mr. Weir; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... mes ide bed ane Ss rae |) 


POW SOW TECEN UST 


5 and 6. 


TRAMWAYS—RATES OF SPEED.—Question, Sir Savile Crossley (Halifax) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... aol iss wii eae ie ... 1143: 





SCIENTIFIC INVESTIGATION IN THE NORTH SEA.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour —... xb a me ‘i hs ie css LS 


TECHNICAL INSTITUTIONS IN  INDIA.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord 
George Hamilton cas ae ce ee ee a ne .- 1144 


KyYTHAL—STATISTICS OF PoPpULATION AND Economic CoNDITIONS.—Question, 

Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton fe woe 1144 
140 
QUETTA-NUSHKI RAILWAY—SURVEYS.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 

N.): Answer, Lord George Hamilton sis oes aes wes so. 1145 
BOMBAY Pusiic Works DEPARTMENT—GRIEVANCE OF NATIVE ENGINEERS. 

—(uestion, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne); Answer, Lord George 

Hamilton Be. Sad sie a we Poe ons i ace, PERS 


7 CENTRAL PROVINCES—PUBLICATION OF PRICES OF PRODUCE.—Question, Mr. 
Caine ; Answer, Lord George Hamilton ose ae ai Ne oe DS 


LocaL GOVERNMENT AREAS—RETURN OF CHANGES IN ACREAGE.—Question, 
Mr. David A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long... 1147 


PostaL Packets IN CHiINa—CustoMs DUTIEs.— Question, Mr. Yerburgh 
(Chester) ; Answer, Lord Cranborne ... Shs Si ‘aah ae sso REEO 


FRENCH AND GERMAN PosTAL SERVICES IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; 





Answer, Lord Cranborne ae a se ANS se tas vse DORE 
16 Unirep Irish LEAGUE CONVENTION AT Cork Court Hovuse.—Question, Mr, 
Claney (Dublin Co., N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... reo ped wes 1147 


Royat ArMy CLOTHING Factory—CiviL SERVANT VOLUNTEERS—CAMP 
LEAVE.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Lord 


41 Stanley ... iis ods ae aoe oe wes san ee ... 1148 
DuKE OF YORK’s ScHOOL—DENTAL INsPECTION.—Question, Mr. Cathcart 

Wason (Orkney and Shetland); Answer, Lord Stanley _... sie ... 1149 
41 FourtH West YoRK ARTILLERY—OBSOLETE ARMAMENTS.—Question, Sir 


Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick et ... 1149 
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ARMY RAtTionsS—JAM.—Question, Colonel Long (Worcestershire, Evesham) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... a ies Ss ia Dae iia 1150 

NATIVE LABOUR IN RHODESIA—BrITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY’S PROPOSALS. 
(Juestion, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, 

Mr. J. Chamberlain eae abe f a mm 1150 

SourH AFRICAN TRADE—ISSUE OF CIRCULARS.—Question, Mr. Parkes (Bir- 
mingham, Central); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ... ne ae wos ERG 

QVUESTIUNS IN THE HOUSE. 

VOLUNTEER EFFICIENCY REGULATIONS—-Question, Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) : eat is ne oe me os sls ass. ADDY 

Lorp MILNER AND THE CAPE CONSTITUTION, Siete Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) : Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ ie sas oe pox. We 

TRANSFER OF TRANSVAAL TERRITORY TO CAPE COLONY.—uestion, Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick nls ps sid we BEG 

Unper AGE Recruits.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick ‘a mee oa 1153 

CorONATION—INDIAN GUESTS—CHARGES ON INDIAN REVENUES.—Questionis, 

Mr. William Redmond: Mr. Bartley (Islington, he ): Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis); and Mr. MacVeagh (Down Co., 8S.) : Answers, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Niiddlesea, Faling) 1153 

GOVERNOR GENERALSHIP OF AUSTRALIA.—Question, Mr. William Kedmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... ; 1154 

LANGUAGE QUESTION IN MALTA.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 

Mr. Brodrick es ie ie ; 1155 

InisH BOARD OF EDUCATION— MARLBOROUGH STREET COLLEGE, DUBLIN. —(Ques- 
tions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answers, 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover)... wee ... 1155 

DoNEGAL SUMMER FISHING SUbBsIDIEs.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, 
W.): Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. sie ne a Bee ses os BEG 

DINGLE FISHING INDUSTRY.— Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sie! * as ia an sa oo. 1056 

IrnisH Prison WarpERS—Hovrs or Duty.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve Ae as Bee ees bia oe Seon 

EX-SERGEANT SHERIDAN’S Victims—Case or McGooHan.—Question, Mr. 
Tully ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham aoe hs es ae 1158 

LABOURERS COTTAGES IN GRANARD UNION. —Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham _... ons ia jou ae --o 1158 

ReEMOUNTS—THE STUDDERT CAsE.—Questions, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... ree be nD ... LISS 


LETTERKENNY RalLWay.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law ; Answer, the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasurer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 1158 
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Post OFFICE OFFICIALS AND PoLiTicAL DEMONSTRATIONS.—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... KS a ; 


CrowN FORESHORE RIGHTS ON CONNEMARA CoAst.—Question, Mr. O'Malley 
(Galway, Connemara) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


IsLAND OF Tory CABLE.—Question, Mr. Hugh Law; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
at 
salfour ; : : bd i . * 


NEW BILLS. 


Imported Meat (Ireland) Bill. —“ For regulating the sale in Ireland of 
Imported meat,” presented by Mr. Field, under Standing Order No. 31 ; 
supported by Captain Donelan, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Clancy ; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 285] 


Detention of Poor Persons (Scotland) Bill.‘ To extend the powers of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland in regard to the Detention of Poor 
Persons in poor houses and parish hospitals,” presented by Mr. Baird, 
under Standing Order No. 31; supported by Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, 
Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Andrew Agnew, and Mr. Craig ; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 286] 


Scupp.y [TWENTIETH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 


9 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Ciass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, 
he granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1903, for the salaries and expenses 
of the offices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the 
Inspectors of Lunatic Asyiums.” 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — 
Mr. Harris (Tynemouth) ... 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N. ) eee 

Mr. William Redinond (¢ lure, E. ) 

Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.) me 

Mr. Harrington (Dublin Harbour). 

Mr. Atherley- Jones (Durham, N. V".) 

Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 

Mr, Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) vr 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, NW.) oa 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
SuppLy [TWENTIETH ALLOTTED Day}. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee). 
[Mr. Jerrxeys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. } 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Cuiass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum not exceeding £10,108, 
he granted to His Majesty to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1903, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Ottices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of the 
Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) he reduced by £1,000, in respect of the Salary of the Chief 
Secretary.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. Chalres Douglas . 1213 
Mi. William O Brien (Cork) . 1215 
Mr. John Mor ley (Montrose Buryhs) 1224 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. I} ~mdham, Dover) 1238 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £1,000 in respect of the Salary of the Chief 
Secretary.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135; Noes, 196. (Division List No. 315). 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Ad. Balfour wae wats ditt eas wee a soi ove ZOE 
Mr. T. M. HEALY AND LorD JAMES OF HEREFORD—A PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. T. M. Healy... on ie eee -— ee oes .-. 1252 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 25TH JULY, 1902 





THe Ricut HoNouRABLE CHARLES JOHN Lorp CoLvILLE oF CuLRoss, K.T., 
G.C.V.O., Lord Chamberlain to Her Majesty Queen Alexandra, patie. been 
created Viscount Colville of Culross, was (in the usual manner) introduced 1253 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with— 

Fleetwood Urban District Council. 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


Liverpool Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ... 
Clay Cross Railway Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; a further Amend- 


ment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Great Western Railway (Crumlin Viaduct) Bill. 
Lord Hawkesbury 


Bill re-committed for Tuesday next. 


Hastings Tramways Bill [1.1]; Taff Vale Railway Bill [1.1..].—Returned 


from the Commons agreed to ... 


Felixstowe and Walton Improvement Bill [H.L.|.—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments ‘ Sa bg a ‘ 


Consett Water Bill [1.L.]; Rhondda Urban District Council Tramways 
Bill [1.1. |.—Returned ‘from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. 
The said Amendments considered, and agreed t to ; 


Post Office Sites Bill.Committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 


Monday next 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next whi ik 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pustic ACCOUNTS, SAVINGS BANKs FuNpDs, STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES, PRIVATE 
3USINESS, NATIONAL EXPENDITURE.- ~Message to the Commons for copies 
of the Reports, etc., of the Select Committees sai = 


War tN SoutH Arrica.—Telegrams concerning the seige of Ladysmith 

SoutH AFrRrica.—Further correspondence relating to affairs in South Africa (in 
continuation of [Cd. 903], January, 1902) ‘ ee 

SoUTHERN RuHopEsIA.—-Correspondence relating to the regulation and supply of 
labour in Southern Rhodesia * , ae nee a“ 


Waces aND Hours or Lanour (Boarp or TRADE, LABouR DEPARTMENT).— 
Report relating to changes in rates of wages and hours of labour in the 
United Kingdom in 1901, with statistical tables 


Presented {by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 

3ANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883.—General rules as to administration orders under Sec- 
tion 122 (dated 10th July, 1902). 

VOL. CXI. [FOURTH SERIES. | h 


exiil 
Page 


. 1254 
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Puptic REcorpDs (SUPREME CourT OF JUDICATURE. )—Schedule containing a list 
and particulars of classes of documents existing or accruing in the Supreme 
Court Taxing Office, which are not considered of sufficient. public value to 
justify their ] preservation in the Public Record Oftice. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table = 1255 
Public Libraries (Ireland) Bill.—{Seconp Reapin«.}|—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 
Lord Killanin ner ae eee “0 ae Per iss aco EZOD 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.—(Lord Killanin.) 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* (according to Order), and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


CANADIAN IMMIGRATION FROM THE UNITED STATES. 


Lord Burghelere ne ‘en aes er eae 1256 
The l 'nder Secretary of State for the Cdeaies (The Earl of Onslow) woe Lope 


MILITARY BAND IN THE PH@NIX PARK, DUBLIN. 








The Earl of Mayo ... ie shi ron sd aaa ib soe 2BBS 
The Eurl of Denlhigh a cn sk AEE oe ose Looe 

HOLYHEAD NONCONFORMIST VOLUNTARY SCHOOL, 

Lord Staunle y of 4 Alderley wes A ... 1259 
The Lord President of the Council (The Due of Devonshire) iss ... 1259 
House adjourned at Five o'clock, to Monday next, a quarter 

before Eleven o'clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 257TH JULY, 1902. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

City of London (Spitalfields Market) Bill ; Croydon and District Electric 
Tramways Bill; London and North Western Railway Bill ; London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill ; Newport 
Corporation Bill ; North Eastern Railway Bill ; North Mietropolit: un Tram- 
ways Bill: West Ham Corporation Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed Oe xa: ee ee wae ae ea oe ee «ve 12GI 

Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill | L aii — Read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments : ; 126] 

Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ee ‘ " a sii sos 19GI 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No 1) Bill {Lorps].—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next Sie re one 196% 


PETITIONS. 


EovcaTION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BILL.—Petitions against : From Paisley ; 
Barnet ; Edinburgh ; Hebden Bridge ; and, Middlesborough ; to lie upon 
the Table ne aes es bee _ soe ae say .. 1262 
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EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLL.—Petitions from Birmingham, against 
alteration of Clause 8 ; to lie upon the Table on seh ee ... 1262 
EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BrLi.—Petitions for alteration; From 
1255 Blackburn ; Criccieth ; Lambeth ; Notting Hill; and, Kensington ; to lie 
upon the Table ... te me : : 1262 
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NEW WRITS. 


For the County of Lancaster, North-East (Clitheroe Division), in the room 


of the right hon. Sir Ughtred James Kay-Shuttleworth, Baronet, now 
Baron Shuttleworth, called up to the House of Peers.—(Mr. Causton) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


CIVIL 


SERVICE—ABSTRACTORS OR ASSISTANT CLERKS.—Question, Sir Thomas 


Esmonde (Wexford, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Crown ForesHore FisHinc Ricuts tN: OrKNEY.—Question, Mr. Catheart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


LOcAL 
IXPENDITURE.—Question, Mr, Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) ; 


I 


GOVERNMENT AUDITS—DISALLOWANCE OF PARISH FIRE APPLIANCE 


Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Waima ARBITRATION.—Question, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek); Answer, 
Lord Cranborne ; ead wh ae aes ie an ve 


NATIONAL GALLERY—TREASURY GRANT.—Question, Mr. John Wilson, 
(Falkirk Burghs) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach aoe 


INDIA 


WEATHER TELEGRAMS.— Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, Camborne) ; 


Answer, Lord George Hamilton 


Crown Foresuore RiGHts tN BELLACRAGHER BAy.—Question, Dr. Ambrose 
(Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham oa 


Minitia ENTRANCE EXAMINATION.—Question, Major Evans Gordon (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick as has ins 


Forestry INquiry As TO LAws IN ForEIGN COUNTRIES. — Question, Sir 
Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour me 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS—ENGLAND AND IRELAND. 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, WW.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the over-taxation of Ireland 


established by the recent Royal Commission on Financial Relations, 
constitutes a serious and pressing grievance as regards that country, 
and demands the early attention of Government with a view to its 
removal.” —(Mr. Clancy.) 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. M*kean (Monaghan, 8.) 

Mr. Lough (Uslington, W.) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 

The Chancellor of the E: cece (Sir AM. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ) 
Mr. 7. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 

Mr. M‘Cann (Dublin, St. Ste hen’s Green) 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 117; Noes, 168. (Division List No. 316.) 
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Franchise and Removal of Women’s Disabilities Bill.—Order for Second 
teading read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn - a ies ne ss His ins .-» 1327 
Shops Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ... - ve BEF 
Bill withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to: New Forest (Sale of 
Lands for Public Purposes) Bill, Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provisional 
Order Bill, without Amendment— 

Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways Bill, London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bill, Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill, Metropolitan District 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways” [Greenock and 
Port Glasgow Tramways (Extension) Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] 1327 


Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways (Extension) Order Confirmation 
Bill | Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 
4th August, and to be printed. [Bill 287] ... ne bas ee ee 


PuBLIC ACCOUNTS ComMiITrEr.—Fifth Report, with Minutes of Evidence brought 
up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 296] soi .-. 1328 


PusLic Accounts CoMMITTEE.—Sixth Report, with Minutes of Evidence, 
brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 297] we .. 1328 


Great Northern and City Railway Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amend- 


ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed — ... i ... 1328 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they request that this House will be pleased 
to communicate to their Lordships copies of the Reports from the Select 
Committees appointed by this House in the present session of Parliament 
on :—l, Public Accounts ; 2, Saving Banks Funds; 3, Steamship Subsidies ; 
4, Private Business ; 5, National Expenditure ; together with the Proceed- 
ings of the Committees and Minutes of Evidence. 


Copies of the Reports, c., to be communicated ee - oa sxe 42 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS, MONDAY: JULY 281, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—House in Committee 


(according to order). 


Amendments agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 





“ After sub-Clause (5.) to insert the following new sub-Clause : 
‘(6.) The Corporation shall, within tive years from the commencement of 
the said Order, establish within the Garston District a public library and 
public baths.’”—( Earl Waldegrave.) 


Lord Newton si ‘ we i nae eae 
The Lord President of the Council (The Duke of Devonshire) 
Karl II ‘aldegrave ewe eve 
Bail Spencer 

Amendment agreed to; Standing Committee negatived; Report of 
Amendments to be received Tomorrow. 


London United Tramways Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments. ... me noe 


Felixstowe and Walton von alaliaiaatth Bill e L. | —Commons Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ‘ ze sas bis . 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Kead 3* and passed 
Garston and District Tramways and Electric Supply (Transfer) Bill. 


Read 3", with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock (South 
Yorkshire Extension Lines) Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons... 


Weardale and Shildon District Water Bill [1.1.}.—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to. with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to ... 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; City of London 
(Spitalfields Market) Bill; West Ham Corporation Bill ; Newport Cer- 
poration Bill; North-Eastern Railway Bill; London and North-Western 
Railway Bill; North Metropolitan Tramways Bill; Croydon and District 
Electric Tramways Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill; London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill.—-Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to 


Richmond Hill (Preservation of View) Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 


London and India Docks (Various vanes Bill. Mian from the 
Select Committee with Amendments ... ; ‘ ; 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—House in Committee (acording to order). 
Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; Report of Amend- 
ments to be received tomorrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read 3" (according 
to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
Pustic Accounts (No. 163), 
SAVINGS BANK FuNps (No. 164), 
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES (No. 165), 


PRIVATE BuSINEss (No. 166), 
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NATIONAL EXPENDITURE (No. 167). 
Reports, ete., of the Select Committees of the House of Commons, com- 
municated (pursuant to Message of Friday last), and to be printed ... 1331 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND Bequests (IRELAND).—Fifty-seventh annual 
Report of the Commissioners... we oes a ae sae ... 1332 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS.—General Report to the Board of Trade upon the accidents 
that have occurred on the railways of the United Kingdom during the 
year 1901, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table ... re soe 1382 
LuNAcy.—Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and the 

number of patients seen by the several Commissioners in Lunacy during 

the six months ended 30th June, 1902 sla ies es ee ... 1332 
SUPERANNUATION. —Return for the year ended 31st March, 1902, of the Army 

and Navy otticers permitted, under Rule 2 of the regulations drawn up 

under Section 6 of the Superannuation Act, 1877, to hold civil emlpoyment 

of profit under public Departments — ... ae wad 6 ae --» 1332. 
AssiZeEs Acts, 1876 TO 1879.—Order in Council of 26th July, 1902, directing 

that the town of Cardiff shall, for the summer assizes, 1902, be the place 

where assizes are holden in and for the county of Glamorgan sa ..» 1332 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTion (IRELAND).—Accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, for the year ended 
31st December, 1901, together with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General thereon. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1352 


Post Office Sites Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). Bill re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to 


be read 3° tomorrow 


Licensing Bill.— Amendments reported (according to order). 


Eurl of Rosebery ell 1 , 
Lord Belper ee jk sec Poe eae ae ‘ee inn an 
Lord Chancellor (the Earl of Halsbury) ... ke re ne re 
Lord James of Herefora eae ees eee eee ose ne ee 
Earl of Rosebery 13 


Formal Amendment, giving the Court power to remove a woman, with her 
consent, to a retreat, agreed to. 


Lord Burghelere ... nt sal er ine a ab «+ 1338 
Duke of Devonshire =r nh ee — shoe ree ... 1336 
Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 
Public Libraries (Ireland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). 
Bill reported without Amendment ; and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
. 1336 


mittee 


Uducation Act, 1901, Renewal Bill (Seconp Reapine).—Order of the day 
for the Second Reading read 


Earl of Northbrook: ae xe baa sk see Sas ... 1336 
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“ Moved, That the Bill be now read 2*.”—( The Earl of Northbrook.) 


Earl Spencer on 
The Duke of Devonshire ... 


On Question agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly ; Committee negatived. 
Then Standing Orders Nos. xxxix. and xlv. considered (according to 
order) and dispensed with. Bill read 3*, and passed. 


Licut Loap Line.—Moved that a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and 
report— 


I. Whether, and, if so, to what extent, British ships are sent to sea in an 
unseaworthy condition by reason of their being insufficiently or im- 
properly ballasted ; 


II. Whether any Amendment or amplification of the present law is desir- 
able in connection therewith ; 


III. If so, to what extent any such alteration of the law could be made 
equally applicable to foreign vessels.—(7he Earl of Dudley.) 


Agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. = one on 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five o'clock till tomorrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 28TH JULY, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Council Bill; Finchley Urban 


District Council Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Leicester Corporation _ epean —Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments : ee ne “ 


North and South Shields Electric Railway Bill {Lorps] King’s wemanen 
Signified.— Read the third time, and, passed, with Amendments ... 


Rossendale ak Tramways Bill [Lorps}.—Wrexham District Tramways 
Bill [Lords tead the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Menai Bridge Urban District Council Bill [Lorps].—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made, Bill to be read the third time : is 


Whitstable Improvement Bill [Lorps] (By Orper).—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ag 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. ” Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, 
and passed with Amendments. oe in naa one a 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1 anp No. 3) Bill 
an AND Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) 
Bill [Lorps], CONSOLIDATED INTO te Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Bill [Lorps].”—Reported with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed oe 
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Railway Bills (Group 12).—Sir Lewis Maclver reported from the Committee 
on Group 12 of Railway Bills; That for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table ... 

Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation. (London) Bill.— 
Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered tomorrow 


Ystradfellte Water Bill |Lorps]; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill 
[Lords]; North-West London Railway Bill [Lords]; Saddleworth and 
Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Clay Cross Railway 
Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Consett Water Bill [Lords, Rhondda Urban District 
Council Tramways Bill | Lords], without Amendment : os ‘ 
PETITIONS. 

EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bi__.—Petition from Eccles against ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘ pa = , wind sae 
EpUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions for alteration: From 

Leicester ; and Standish ; to lie upon the Table , 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE).—Petition from Bradford, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ' a pe ‘ 


Foop AND Drucs Act AMENDMENT BiLL.—Petition from Bermondsey, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ” sad sue Pe 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BuLL.—Petitions in favour: From Ripon ; Coleraine ; 


and Carmarthen ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East INDIA (FOREIGN Competition, LocoMorives).—Return [presented 25th 
July] to be printed. [No. 298. ] ona + oe son 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS (GENERAL REport).—Copy presented, of General Keport 
to the Board of Trade upon the accidents that have occurred on the railways 
of the United Kingdom during the year 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table wae ae ia seis — sie si re 


SouTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). a presented, of Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated 25rd June, 1902, relative to military operations in South 
Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ; ws an és 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Fifty- 
sev enth Annual Report of the Commissioners of Charitable Donations and 
Bequests for Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table wes 
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AssIZEs Acts, 1876 To 1879.—Copy presented, of Order in Council, dated 26th 


July, 1902, directing that the town of Cardiff shall, for the summer 
assizes, 1902, be the place where assizes are holden in and for the County 


of Glamorgan [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Return for the year ended 
31st March 1902 of the Army and Navy Officers permitted, under Rule 2 
of the Regulations drawn up under Section 6 of the Act, to hold civil 
employment of profit under Public Departments [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 299] ne ‘ie ves aos 


Counry Counci, ELEcTIONS 1898 AND 1901.—Keturn presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 23rd June ; Mr. Lough); to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 300. ] vas 


LONDON (EQUALISATION OF Rates) Act, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SECTION 1 (7) 
oF THE Act).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 21st July: Jr. 
Grant Lawson) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 301.] 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of Evictions im Ireland for 
the quarter ended 30th June, 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House soe es 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure 
for 1901, with Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon | by 
Act} : to be printed. [| No. 302. ] ca as ; 


TECHNICAL Epucation (APPLICATION OF FUNDS By LocaL AUTHORITIES).— 
Return ordered, “ showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, 
Local Authorities in England and Wales have applied funds to the purposes 
of technical education (including Science, Art, Technical and Manual Instrue- 
tion) during the year 1901-2, under the following Acts: Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 
1891; Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889 ; and Public Libraries and 
Museums Acts.”>—(Sir John Gorst) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
INDIA—RE-ARMAMENT OF NATIVE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Lord George Hamilton es ee aes we 
MILITARY FACTORIES TO RENDER INDIA SELF-SUPPORTING IN WAR MATERIAL.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George Hamilton 
DARJEELING MunicipaL CounciL.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton ‘ : ee os Sas 
SALT Supply TO KuHaAipur.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord George 
Hamilton 


CoRONATION—INDIA OFFICE RECEPTION—CHARGE ON INDIAN REVENUES.— 
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RETURN OF FLEETS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . 


H.M.S. ‘ Lonpon.”—Question, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster = te 


CORONATION NAVAL ReEviEW.—Question, Lord Charles Beresford (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... BG & os Se 
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(Juestion, Mr. Keir Hardie (MerthyrTydvil); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ie , s 
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(Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ... es Pe 


KENMARE (Kerry) Marine Works.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; 
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King’s Scnotars EXAMINATION.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ie ‘es 
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Co., W:), and Captain Donelan (Cork Co., E.); Answers, The Secretary to 
the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast W.) ... on ~ _ 


NAVAL GUNNERY.—Questions, Lord Charles Beresford ns and Mr. 
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(Inverness-shire); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) 


Bantry FArt.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


TELEGRAPHIC =ADDRESSES.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, FE.) 


BLAsKET IsLANDS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


LABOURERS’ ao SCHEMES IN THE LONGFORD UNion.—Question, Mr. J. 
P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ANNALLY (County Loncrorp) Esrarr.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... -s ‘iis , ze — a re 


MacFar._aNne Estate, County Tyrone.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham _ ~ wa 


IRtsH LocaL TAXATION ACCOUNT.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... 


Birk LABourEks’ CoTraGe SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, 
Birr) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham - 
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CRAUGHWELL (SLIGO) MuRpDER.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ... ~ ae MS gas : 1366 

Irish UNIVERSITY CoMMISSION.—Questions, Mr. Dillon ; Answers, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1366 


GIBRALTAR DEFENCES.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
3alfour ... oan xs ror aan P = 1367 
ATLANTIC SHIPPING TRUsST.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ae sas 5 me 1367 
METEOROLOGICAL GRANT.—Question, Mr. John Dewar; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ... oan ae ... 1368 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), 
and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour oat Et 


1568 


SoutH AFRiCA—CoturtTs MARTIAL COMMISSION. 
{Motion for Adjournment. | 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, ie eer ve me Sag me 


Motion made and Question put, that Mr. Swift MacNeill be given leave to 
move the Adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public importance, viz., “the composition of 
the Commission appointed to inquire into the sentences imposed by 
military courts established under martial law in South African Colonies 
and Protectorates,” but the pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. Speaker called on those Members who supported the 
Motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having 
accordingly risen, 

The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 17, until the evening 
sitting this day. 


Patent Law Amendment Bill.—Reported, from the Standing Committee on 
Trade ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 303.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
303. | 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 288.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.) 
Mr. A. Jd. Balfour eae sides ae bss ae ped ae ios. DOU 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘ That until the 8th August, Govern- 
ment business be not interrupted, except at half-past seven of the clock 
in the afternoon, under the provisions of any Standing Order regulat- 
ing the sittings of the House ; and may be entered upon at any hour, 
though opposed ; and that at the conclusion of Government business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question put.”— 
(Mr. A. J. Baltour.) 
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Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Pr: 1 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) l 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) oes scale 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lyun Regis) ... ee : — Soe sine Me 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dunde ¢) mt aa bay inl 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) au , l 

Sir II wre Harcourt (Monmouthshire, V,) ] 

Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1 

Mr Corrie Grant UW ‘arwick shire, Rughy) ] 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the first word ‘ Business,’ to insert the words ‘with the 
exception of the Education (England and Wales) Bill and the London 
Water (/¢-committe d) Bill.’” (Mr. Corrie Grant. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 1393 
Mr. Lough Uslington, W.).. 1394 
Sir George Newnes (Swansea Town) “A pa eh = .. 1393 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) — ... “a Bs, - ~o> 1306 
Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets, I pln of .. 1397 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somerse tshire, S.) 1397 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 1398 
(Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 149; Noes, 239. (Division List No. 317.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
Tr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansheck) ae ae Lae << SO 
Amendment proposed— 
To leave out the words “ except at half-past Seven of the clock in 
the afternoon.’ °—(Ur. Fenwick.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words propesed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Morkshire, W R., Barnsl 4) ane eine eve ... 1404 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in ~ place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question he now put ;” but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, being of 
opinion that the House was prepared shortly to come to a decision. 
Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question ” 
Mr. Edmund Rohertson eer ee ee ve ree aa «so 2406 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 215; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 318.) 
Main Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 216 ; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 319.) 
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Ordered, That until the 8th August, Government business be not in- 
terrupted, except at half-past seven of the clock in the afternoon, under the 
provisions of any Standing Order regulating the Sittings of the House ; 
and may be entered upon at any hour though opposed, and that in the 
conclusion of Government business each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 
House without Question put. 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
| Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Clause 7 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority,’ to insert the 
words—* shall, where the local education authority are the council of 
a county, have a body of managers consisting of a number of managers 
not exceeding four appointed by that council, together with a number 
not exceeding two appointed by the minor local authority. Where the 
local education authority are the council of a borough or urban district 
they may if they think fit appoint for any school provided by them 
such numbers of managers as they many determine. 


(2) All public elementary schools not provided by the local edu- 
cation authority shall have a body of managers consisting of a number 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed as provided by 
this Act, together with a number of managers not exceeding two ap- 
pointed :—(«) Where the loca! education authority are the council of 
a county, one by that council and one by the minor local authority ; 
and (/) where the local education authority are the council of a 
horough or urban district, both by that authority. 


“(3) One of the managers appointed by the minor local authority, 
or the manager so appointed, as the case may be, shall be the parent 
of a child who is or has been during the last twelve months a scholar 
in the school. 


“(4) The ‘minor local authority’ means the council of any 
borough or urban district, or the parish council, or (where there is no 
parish council) the parish meeting of any parish, which appears to the 
County Council to be served by the school. Where the school appears 
to the County Council to serve the area of more than one minor local 
authority the County Council shall make such provision as they think 
proper for joint appointment by the authorities concerned.”—(J/r. 


Ye 2 Balfour.) 
Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8.) ... ies a ona . 1414 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 2, to leave out the word ‘body,’ and insert the word ‘Com- 


mittee.’ ”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 
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Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) . _ re ooo 2408 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . coo EST 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) cos 1407 
Mr. Lloyd-Geovrge oon 2408 
Mr. Sydney Burton os SATS 
Mr. McKenna ( Monmouthshire, W.) sce 2419 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) . 1419 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. Alfred Hutton . 1420 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment — 
“In line 2, after the first word ‘managers,’ to insert the word 
‘annually appointed and.’ ”—(V/r. A/fred Hutton.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 1420 
Mr. Bryce 1421] 
Dr, Macnamara 142] 
Mr. Humphre ys-Owe n van 1421 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 1421 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 142? 
Sir Charles Dilke ... 2 a 1422 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104; Noes, 263. (Division List No. 320.) 
Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire, W.) 1425 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“Tn line 2, after the first word ‘ managers,’ to insert the words ‘ of 
both sexes.’”—(Colonel Wiliiams.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour woo 2495 
Mr. Bryce oe ces woe 1426 
Mr. Ernest Gray ui est Ham, NV.) . 1427 
Dr. Shipman (Northampton) «se 1438 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert I Finlay, Tnverne 88 Burghs) woe 1438 
Sir Charles Dilke ... ae aa Sing ae oo» 24239 
Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, .) «os 1422 
Mr. A. J. Balfour : woe 2430 
. 1431 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawi. 


Wi. Herbert Lewis : < ate ae ss .. 1431 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 2, after the word ‘ managers,’ to insert the words ‘ of 
whom at least one shall be a woman, (Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words he there inserted in the proposed 


Amendment.’ 

M;. A. J. Balfour ... 5g oe a sits ; oe ... 1432 
Mr. Mek: wna sss cas Pore ; a eee ..- 1432 
Mr. Bousfield gale : — oe dea en = ... 1432 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 7 Poa = pea 7 ... 1433 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Luneashire, Leigh) 4 Aa ... 1433 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stafiords hire, Lie chfie ll) ... 1433 
Mr. Willian Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) fan : ... 1434 
Sir Brampton (furdon (Norfolk, N.) coe ‘ : eee 1434 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) be Cet ss vis er ... 1434 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.’ 


Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided Aves. 194: Noes, 148. (Division List No. 321.) 


(Question put accordingly, “That those words he there inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment. 


”» 
) 


The Committee divided Aves, > Noes, 234 (Division List No, 3: 


It being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
SouTH AFRICA—CoURTS MARTIAL CoMMIsSION— [MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. } 


Mr. Swift MacNeill : < a4 ; ... 1441 
Mr. Black (La: nfs hire) ... ao oe 5 ad x. Sil a ... 1449 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 


—( Mr. Sw ift Mac Neill. ) 


The Secretary of Stute for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, =e 1451 
Sir. I ( ‘ampli ell- Bannerman (Stirling Burahs) ... ee ... 1453 
Mr. A.J. BALrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 


Question be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 168; Noes, 122, (Division List No. 323.) 
Question put accordingly “ That the House do now adjourn.” 
The House divided :—Aves, 64; Noes, 210. (Division List No. 324.) 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
(Mr. W. Lowtier, Cumberland, Penrith, in the Chair.) 
Clause 7 :- 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 59, after the word ‘authority’ to insert the 
words ‘shall, where the local education authority are the Council of a 
county, have a body of managers consisting of a number of managers 
not exceeding four appointed by that Council, together with a number 
not exceeding two appointed by the minor local authority. Where 
the local education authority are the Council of a borough or urban 
district they may, if they think fit, appoint for any school provided by 
them such number of managers as they may determine. 

*(2) All pubhe elementary schools not provided by the loeal edu- 
cation authority shall have a body of managers consisting of a number 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed as provided by this 
Act, together with a number of managers not exceeding two appointed 
(a) where the local education authority are the Council of a county, 
one by that Council and one by the minor local authority ; and (4) 
where the local education authority are the Council of a borough or 
urban district, both by that authority, 


“(3) One of the managers appointed by the minor local authority, 
or the manager so appointed, as the case may be, shall be the parent 
ot a child who is or has been during the last twelve months a scholar 
in the school. 

“(4) The ‘minor local authority’ means the Council of any 
borough or urban district, or the Parish Council, or (where there is no 
Parish Council) the Parish Meeting of any parish, which appears to 
the County Council to be served by the school. Where the school 
appears to the County Council to serve the area of more than one 
minor local authority the County Council shall make such provision as 
they think for joint appointment by the authorities concerned.”— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Dr. Nh yma Pre io : 3 .. 1461 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 
“Inline 2, after the word ‘ managers,’ to insert the words ‘neither 


sex nor coverture to be taken as a disability. (Dr. Shipman.) 


(Question proposed, * That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
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1469 
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Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, WR. Keighley) ay. os ae <a .. 1469 


Mr. Herhert Roherts (Denhighshire, I] a 1470 
Mr. Wh itley 1t70 
(Question put. 
The Committee divided : Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 266. (Division List No. 325.) 

1475 


Mr. Herbert Lewis 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn lines 2 and 3 to leave out the words ‘ not exceeding four,’ and 
insert the words ‘ of whom one-third shall be! ”—(Vr. Herbert Lewis). 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment. 


; Mr, A. J. Balfour 1475 
61 Dr. Macnumare ... 1476 
Nir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ik ston) 1477 

Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) — .. L477 

Mr, Trevelyan (Yorkshire, WLR., Elland) L478 

Sir Brampton Gurdon... : ct ss - ; ra 1479 

Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totne s) x i ... L479 

Mr. Dillon . 1480 

Lord Edmund Fitz MUUPiCEe “ ( W ilishire, ( Spiel lade) 1480 

re ‘ lis] 


Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :— Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 326.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the proposed Amendment.” 

The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 327.) 


Mr. Bryce... Bs bam a ve ee ses a .. 149] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Bryce.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour... ee a eT ae 
Mr. William Redinond (Clave a sas ner eh ea .. 1494 


Question put. 
The Committee divided : —Ayves, 119: Noes, 169. (Division List No, 328.) 

Mr. Herbert Lewis ... Ss me = oe ae ~ as LAST 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 3, after the word ‘four, to insert the words ‘selected 
from eight names submitted by the minor local authority and.’ ” 
(Ur. Herbert Lewis.) 

Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


The Vice-President of the Committee ' Council on Education (Sir John Gorst, 


Candridge University) : - 7 Se 
Mr. Channing... ibe ; , ; ; .. 1498 
Mr. Broadhurst . one ? ine ma os gaa “ee . PR 
Mr. Corrie Grant wii ee ars ‘ are roe ... 1500 
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Question put. 

The Committee divided :— Ayes, 109; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 329.) 

Mr. Joseph A. Pease (Esser, Saffron Walden) ... Fa! oie oes ... 1505 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 3, after the word ‘Council,’ to insert the words, ‘two 


of whom shall he members of that Couneil.’”"— (Mr. Joseph A. Pease.) Ap. 
Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ies ; Se we. 1504 


Vr. Courtenay Warner .. 7" ahs eis ws ats as ... 1508 
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Mr. Runciman... 5 ne s be : ..« 1800 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen... ie a .. 91506 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr, Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, WR. Barnsley) =e vee a . 106 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


“Tn line 3, to leave out the word ‘two, and insert the word 
‘three.’ "—J/r. Toseph Walton. 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘two’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ... ee ae nus ee Vee Bee ... 1506 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 155; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 330.) 

Mr. Herlert Lewis Aa Sigs wn 4 i: ee ... 1509 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment 


“In line 3, after the word ‘two, to insert the word ‘subse 
quently. °—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘subsequently’ be there inserted in the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. Baltou ; , - oa ... 1509 
Mr. Lloyd George... ne a ... 1009 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Corrie Grant... vr er ; .. 1509 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment-—— 
“Inline 2, after the first ‘managers, insert ‘to whom the local 
education authority may from time to time delegate such of their 


powers and under such conditions as they think fit. It shall consist.’ ” 
—(Mr Corrie Grant.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Sir Robert Finluy ... ; a ; re es ... 1510 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday. 


ADJOURNMENT. -Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir William Walrond)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at Three o’clock a.m. 
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ERRATUM. 


Page 978 (22nd July, 1902). The speech attributed to Mr. Alfred Thomas 
was made by Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthenshire, E.) 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 
THIRD SESSION or tHe TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unitep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN anp IRELAND, IN THE 
Seconp YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 
HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VII. 


ELEVENTH 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, \1th July, 1902. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the 
the Clerk of the Parlia- 
upon the Table the 
from the Examiners, that 
no further Standing Orders are applic- 


. able to the following Bill— 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 


3 (No. 4). 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Dill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The orders made on the 
23rd of June last and 3rd instant dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed. 


YORK CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


VOL. CXI. | FOURTH SERIES. | 


VOLUME 








OF SESSION. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 
The King’s conse t signified; and 
Bill reported from the ,, elect Committee, 
with Amendments. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments. 

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
The King’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported, with Amendments. 


CHARD GAS BILL. 
Read 3°, and passed. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD 
BILL. 
Read 3", with the Amendments ; 


further Amendments made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 


‘and returned to the Commons. 


A 








3 Unopposed Private 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and | 
passed, and returned to the Commons. | 
COMMERCIAL GAS BILL, | 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. | 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments, agreed to. | 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. | 

Read 3* (according to order), and | 
passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [u.z.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
Next. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 

Read 3* (according to order), and | 
passed. 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION (No. 1) BILL [u.t.] 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
sent to the Commons. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2847. Uruguay. 
No. 2848. Western Pacific (Friendly 
Islands). 
No. 2849. Corea. 
No. 2850. China (Foochow). 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 


' Thirty-fourth Report of the Deputy 
Keeper of the Records, for the year 
1901. 


INDIA (NORTH-WEST FRONTIER). 
Shahsud Waziri operations. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (FOREIGN JURISDICTION). 

Order in Council, 1902. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill Business. 4 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 

House adjourned at twenty-five 

minutes before Five o’clock, to 


Monday next, a quarter past 
Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 11th July, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 

Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time upon Monday next. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION BILL, 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENE- 
RAL POWERS) BILL. 

Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


STONEHAVEN TOWN HALL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. ]} 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION [BARNES, 
&e.] BILL [Lorps]. 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 
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Questions. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 

RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION. 

3ill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Glasgow and South Western Railway, 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Solicitor General for 
Scotland. 


ct 


GLASGOW AND 


BILL. 


To confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to the Glasgow 
and South Western Railway, presented 
accordingly ; and, under 62 and 63 Vic., 
¢. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—- 


Amendments to, Tyneside Tramways 
and Tramroads Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Bridgend (Glamorgan- 
shire)Gas and Water, Goring and Streatley 
District Gas and Water, Marlow Water, 
Mid Kent Water, and Pinxton Water.” 
{Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS 
CONFIRMATION (No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 

Read the first time; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 271.] 


PETITIONS. 
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SOUTH WESTERN | 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION 


Questions. 6 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| 
_— 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 

| Copy presented of thirty-fourth Report 
'of the Deputy Keeper of the Public 
Records and Keeper of the State Papers 
in Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon 
| the Table. 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 24th June; Mr. Mount]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 267.] 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Second Reading upon Tuesday next. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Second Reading upon Tuesday next. 


SEA FISHERIES (IRELAND) ACT, 1883. 


Return ordered, “of the sums ex- 
' pended to date on Sea Fisheries (Ireland) 
Harbours, Piers, and Boatslips (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 
272, of Session 1898).”—(Mr. Moore.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Indian Railways—Alleged Blackmailing 


of Third-class Native Passengers. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


ask the Secretary of State for India 
— if he will state whether any steps are 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | being taken to deal with the system of 
y BILL. | blackmailing third-class native passengers 
Petitions for alteration: From East on Indian railways by the police. 
ith- Worldham ; Leicester (three) ; Talgarrey;) (Answer.) I have no information on 
and Holton St. Nicholas; to lie upon | the subject to show that such a system 
the Table. exists, but the Viceroy is about to 
se appoint a Commission of Inquiry into 
VIVISECTION. police administration, which will doubt- 
Petition from London, for prohibition ; less investigate any complaints of the 
to lie upon the Table. kind that may be laid before it.—(Jndia 
seatamonse Office.) 
AQ 
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(Juestions. 


Indian Railways— Tenders for Locomo- 
tives. 

Mr. BONAR LAW (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he will lay upon 
the Table of the House the recent 
correspondence between himself and 
certain Glasgow firms upon _ the 
subject of the competition between 
British and German locomotives. 


(dnswer.) I shall be glad to lay th: 
correspondence upon the Table if the 
hon. Member will move for it.—(/adia 
Office.) 

Ireland—Duties of Under Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
what are the duties of the Under 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland; under what statute is the 
office established and the duties apper- 
taining thereto prescribed and defined. 


(Answer.) The duties of the Under 
Secretary are not defined by statute. 
He is the permanent representative of 
the Executive Government in Ireland, 
and, as such, assists {n conducting the 
general executive business of the 
country. The office was created in 1777, 
but not by statute.—(Jrish Office.) 


South Africa—Enteric Fever Among the 
Troops—Statistics. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state 
the total number of deaths from 
enteric fever amongst our _ troops 


in South Africa from 11th October, 1899, 
to 10th October, 1900, the tirst year of 
the war; from llth October, 1900, to 
10th October, 1901, the second vear of 
the war; and from 11th October, 1901, 
to 31st May, 1902, when the war ended ; 
und what has been the mortality from 
enteric per 1,000 mean strength during 
these periods. 


(Answer.) The — statistics are as 
follow :— 

Rate 

Deaths. per 1000. 

Oct. 13, 1899 to Oct. 12, 1900 3,774 20°97 

Oct. 13, 1900 to Oct. 11,1901 2,561 — 10°63 

Oct. 12, 1901 to May 30, 1902 1,656 6'S4 


—(Var jive.) 


{COMMONS} 


(Questions, 8 


Volunteer Long Service Medal. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newecastle-on-Tyne) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that service 
in the Yeomanry is allowed to count to- 
wards honorary rank in the Volunteer 
force, a similar recognition can be made 
in reckoning the number of years 
necessary for securing the Voluntcer 
Long Service Medal. 


(Answer.) As I have already explained 
to the House this session, this medal is 
intended for Volunteer service only, and 
it would be difficult to allow men to 
reckon paid service in other forces as if 
it had been voluntary service.—(J/ ur 


Office. ) 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


London Water Bill—Equalisation of 
Water Charges. 


SiR MANCHERJEE PHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether sub-Clause (6) of 
Clause 15 of the London Water Bill, which 
was inserted by the Joint Committee, will 
have the effect of preventing any equalisa- 
tion of water charges. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Warrer 
LonG, Bristol, S.): I think not. The 
Water Board will acquire all the righits 
and powers of the several water companics, 
and, with a view to the equalisation of 
the water charges, they will be able to 
alter, within the limits prescribed by the 
Acts relating to any particular company, 
the rates now charged by that company 
for the supply of water, subject to this, 
that they must not reduce the rates below 
those in force during the quarter ended on 
June 24th, 1902, if such reduction would, 
or would be likely to, cause a deficiency 
in the water fund. The reason for this 
limitation is that the amount of any 
deficiency in the water fund would have 
to be made out of the general rates levied 
in the area under the Water Board. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): Does that practically 
mean that if the rates are lower in one 


district than another at the present 
moment, the higher rate cannot be 


lowered because of the deficiency 2 
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order, and I leave the Chair. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The higher | 
ra‘e cannot be lowered if, in the opinion 
of the Water Board, it would cause a 
deficiency. Lower rates may be raised, 
but higher rates cannot be lowered 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to— 

Police Reservists Bill. 

Prison Officers (Pensions) Bill, without 
Amendment. 

Amendments to Musical Copyright Bill 
{ Lords]. 

And have made a 
Amendment to the Bill. 


consequential 





LONDON WATER (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
(12.10.) Order for Committee read. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON had the 

following Instruction on the Paper on 

going into Committee on this Bill :— 

“ That, as the Joint Committee to whom 

the bill was referred first rejected the 

poposal of the Bill in reference to the 
constitution of the authority to be created 
for the purchase and management of the 
water supply of the Metropolis, and were 
then evenly divided as to its constitution, 
it be an Instruction to the Committee 
that they have power to provide for the 
purchase of the undertakings by an 
existing authority, pending the further 
consideration by a Select Committee or 
otherwise of the authority to be created 
to hold and to manage the undertakings 
after they shall have been purchased.” — 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Instruction of 
the hon. Member is not in order. The 
Bill proposes that a Water Board shall be 
created to purchase certain undertakings, 
and there are subsequent provisions for 
the transfer and carrying on of the under- 
takings by the Board. The Instruction 
proposes that the Board shall be struck 
out of the Bill, that the purchaser shall 
be some unnamed existing authority, and 
that the Committee, instead of dealing 
with the rest of the Bill, shall postpone 
its consideration for an indefinite time. 
That is not in the nature of an Instruc- 
tion, but rather of a destructive Second 
Reading Amendment to the whole Bill, and 
it would raise a Second Reading debate on 
the whole principle of the Bill. For these 
reasons I think the Instruction is out of 
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Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
asked the permission of the Committee to 
state the strong reasons which impelled 
him to move to report progress. He 
submitted that this was a very exceptional 
case. In the first place, the Bill was one 
of great magnitude. It came before the 
House after a series of Bills dealing with 
the same great question had been brought 
before Parliament under different Minis- 
tries. In no previous instance had a 
great public Bill, certainly not a Bill of 
this nature, been referred to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament. 
He would not dwell on the magnitude of 
the question, but he did wish to remind 
the Committee that never before had a 
sill of that nature been sent to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament, 
and never before had a Committee of the 
character which had dealt with this Bill 
deait with it in the manner in which this 
Committee had dealt with it. In the 
special Report of the Committee reference 
was made to the third schedule, which 
was Vital to the measure, because it raised 
the point as to whether the authority 
should be practically a Water Board or 
not. The Committee went through this 
schedule and made various Amendments 
in it; but on arriving at a decision the 
Chairman refrained from putting the 
question that the schedule stand part of 
the Bill, adopting the course of putting 
the question in the form that the sche- 
dule be disagreed with. That surely 
was an abnormal course to take. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: This Committee is 
not a Court of Appeal from the decision 
of another Committee. In fact, we have 
no right to review the proceedings of 
another Committee, even of this House, 
still less of a Joint Committee upon the 
Motion to report progress. 


Captain NORTON: My object in 
bringing this to the notice of the Com- 
mittee was to show strong reasons for 


‘this Motion to report progress, one of 
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those strong reasons being that the Com- 
mittee whose proceedings we are about 
to review dealt with the Bill in a manner 
in which no previous Committee has 
ever acted. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
gallant Gentleman is asking this Com- 
mittee 
another Committee. 
on this Motion. 


Captain NORTON said his object was 
not to review the decisions of the Joint 


Committee, but to show the strong reasons | 


which existed for reporting progress. 
Within the last hour they had had cireu- 
lated a volume containing 636 pages of 
evidence, which had been taken by the 
Joint Committee on the London Water 
Bill. Had this been an ordinary Bill sent 
to an ordinary Committee and dealt with 
in the ordinary way, the cause of com- 
plaint might not have been so great. But 
this was a most unusual case, and yet a 
vast volume of evidence was only placed in 
their hands just as they were called upon 
to discuss a measure of great magnitude. 
Was it fair to the House of Commons ? 
Was it not, indeed, an insult to the Com- 
mittee to ask them to deal with a great 
measure of that nature, at a moment when 
they could only have seen the outside of 
the book of evidence? Of course, it 
was possible for the Committee to enter 


on an academic discussion, but they ought | 


and | 


to review the proceedings of | 
It cannot do that | 


MONS} Bill. 12 


| friend is one that can hardly be resisted 
| by the Government. I do not say this 
| would not have been a convenient day for 
| considering this Bill in Committee had 
| Members thad time to consider the 
| evidence, but we have not even had time 
to look at this bulky book. When the 
unusual course was taken of referring this 
Bill to the Joint Committee, it was done 
in the first place for the information of this 
House when it came to consider the Bill, 
| Yet we are not to be allowed even to 
| glance over the evidence before we are 
_ called upon to go into the Clauses. I do 
not see how the Government can resist 
the Motion. It isnot a question of forms 
of procedure ; it is one of common sense, 
and of respect for the dignity of the Com- 
mittee, as well as the proper consideration 
ofa great Bill. I challenge the Govern- 
ment to produce a single instance of a 
great Bill having been brought before the 
House for consideration before—— 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Can_ you 
produce an instance of the opposite kind ! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Of plenty of time being given ? Certainly. 
It is done in every case. There has been 
a considerable amount of tergiversation in 
the proceedings of this Committee—queer 
things have been done, and that makes it 
more necessary to allow time. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: By whom? 


to deal with the Bill from a common | 


sense point of view. It had been gone 
into by a Committee of experts, who had 
examined a large number of witnesses ; and 
how could the House properly consider 
the question before it had digested the 
evidence given before the Committee ? 


What would be thought of a judge who | 
gave judgment on a case while in total | 


ignorance of the evidence that had been 
adduced ? This was a question which in- 
volved numerous sums of money and large 
business concerns; and, in view of the 
facts he had stated, he could not think it 
possible to make out a stronger case for a 
Motion to report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.”—(Captain 
Norton.) 


Smr_ H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): It appears to me 


that the claim of my hon. and gallant. 


Captain Norton. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
We cannot go into that now. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The right 
hon. Gentleman alleges that queer 
things have been done by this Com- 
mittee. He either goes too far or not 
far enough. If he says they have 
been done, I ask by whom. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The proceedings of “the Committee 
|certainly require some _ explanation. 
There must have been some evidence 
given before the Committee to lead 
them to change their minds as_ they 
did, and I submit we are entitled to an 
opportunity to consider this bulky 
evidence before we are invited to go 
| into the details of this Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I regret that 
the right hon. Gentleman should take 
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so serious a view of the action of the|and outside this House. They have 
Government in asking the House to/| been frequently debated, and the London 
proceed with this Bill today. It is im-| County Council, which has recently 
possible for the Government to alter | issued a report on the subject, evidently 
their decision, as to the correctness of | did not find any difficulty in reviewing 
which they have no doubt. The right | what passed in the Committee. I hope 
hon. Gentleman takes an altogether | this Committee will support the Govern- 
wrong view of the procedure by which | ment, and will not continue this fruitless 
Bills of this character are sent to Com- | debate. 
mittees upstairs. It is a matter of | ; e 
common knowledge that the procedure! (12.30.)_ MR. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) : 
of the Government in respect of this) The question at issue is one not of pre- 
particular Bill is based on the fact that | cedent, but of common sense, and | 
it involves private rights. |doubt whether there is any precedent 
| for the course adopted by the Govern- 


Stk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
It is a public Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I did not say. 
it was not. The usual procedure, as laid | 
down by Sir Erskine May, has been | 
followed, and the Bill was sent upstairs 
because it affected private rights. If 
it appears, after the First Reading of a 
public Bill, that it affects private rights, 
notice is sent to the Bill Office, and it 
is sent to a Committee upstairs. And 
as to the contention that it is impossible 
for this Committee to judge of the facts | 
until they have considered the evidence, 
I am surprised at such a statement 
coming from the right hon. Gentleman. | 
The inquiry was held in the most public 
manner, the proceedings were published 
in the newspapers, the facts are 
notorious, and I will undertake to say 
that when the present Motion is dis- 
posed of, hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
have no difficulty whatever in making 
long speeches and showing that their 
knowledge of the facts is absolutely 
complete. It is not necessary, then, that 
we should wait until these 600 pages of | 
evidence have been examined. The 
volume was ready for hon. Members | 
yesterday. 


CapTain NORTON : A certain number 
of copies may have been in the Bill 
Office, but it is not every Member | 
who was aware of the fact. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 200 copies, 


ment with regard to a Bill of this 
importance and magnitude. Why did 
the right hon. Gentleman quote Sir 
Erskine May ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Simply to give 


| the Rule under which this Bill was sent 
| to the Committee. 


Mr. ASQUITH: But this is an unpre- 
cedented measure, It is perfectly true 
that when a public Bill affects private 
interests ‘it is right and customary to 
send it to a Select Committee in order 
that those private interests may be 
adequately safeguarded. That is the 
reason the London Water Bill was sent 
to a Joint Committee of both Houses. 
But the question of private rights is not 
the only question which occupied the 
attention of the Joint Committee. It is 
well known that the Joint Committee 
spent a considerable amount of time 
over a question which had nothing to do 
with private right, and displayed an 
enormous vacillation and fluctuation of 
opinion with respect to it—namely, the 
constitution of the new Water Board ; 
and it is necessary that the House should 
know the evidence which so influenced 
the Joint Committee before it proceeds to 
the investigation of the Bill. Ithink the 
Government would be well advised, with a 
view to facilitate the future proceedings 
of the Bill, to agree to the Motion, which 
is neither obstructive nor unreasonable. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
would be the last man in the House to 





were there, and could have been obtained | impute motives of obstruction to the 
by anybody who desired to study the| Leader of the Opposition, but when 
evidence. The facts connected with the | the right hon Gentleman spoke of the 
London water question are perfectly | reasonableness of the Motion they surely 
well known to Gentlemen both inside | were entitled to examine the ground on 


' 
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which it was pressed. No doubt a 
plausible ground had been advanced for 
reporting progress. He had not even 
received the Blue-book containing the 
evidence of the Joint Committee, and, 
looking at it from a distance across the 
floor of the House, he was rather alarmed 
at its bulky appearance. But that was 
no reason for postponing the consideration 
of the Bill. And why? The Leader of 
the Opposition had complained of what 
he called the queer conduct of the Com- 
mittee upstairs, and the right hon Gentle- 
man the Member for East Fife had said 
it had exhibited much vacillation by 
changing its mind. He admitted all that, 
but, after all, the question on which the 
vacillation of the Committee had nothing 
whatever to do, was the first Clause of the 
Bill, which was that a Water Board be 
established, and the matter it did relate 
to would not be reached, probably, for 
a week or a fortnight. The evidence 
was not in any way relevant to the 
questions which would be discussed that 
afternoon. 

*Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said he certainly could not see 
anything unreasonable in the Motion, and 
he thought the House had been treated 


with regard to this Bill in a very 
unreasonable way. How could they be 


expected to discuss this important Bill 
without first having time to consider 
the evidence?) What had been the course 
pursued with regard to that question? 
The Government first appointed a Royal 
Commission to inquire into the London 
water supply, which, having sat for 
two years, issued a unanimous Report. 
As he had sat upon that Commission, 
he could say that the eight members, 
who began by differing from one another, 
were brought to a common agreement by 
the force of the evidence that had 
been laid before them. But the Report 
of that Royal Commission was thrown 
into the waste-paper basket by the 
Government, and its recommendations 
were disregarded in the Bill, which was 
referred to a Joint Committee of both 


Houses, who, by two to one, agreed 
with the recommendations of the Com- 


mission. He wanted this Bill to pass, but 
in a reasonable shape. He thought 
they were entitled to know what the 
evidence was which induced the Com- 
mittee, in the first place, to confirm 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission, and then to change their minds. 


Mr. Cohen. 


{COMMONS} 
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Did or did not the evidence confirm the 
findings of the Royal Commission—a 
body which sat for two years, while 
the Joint Committee's inquiry only 
lasted about six weeks! Was it reason- 
able to ask the House to confirm the 
Report of the Committee without reading 
the evidence on which the Report was 
based? He protested against being asked 
to proceed with the consideration of the 
Bill until he had the opportunity of con- 
sidering the evidence whieh had induced 
the Joint Committee to come to their last 
conclusion. He would remind the Com- 
mittee that this matter had been fought 
out at the cost of the ratepayers of 
London, and that great expense had 
been incurred in the two inquiries. 
Could anything be more unreasonable, 
then, than the attitude of the Govern- 
ment ? 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt 
shire, Chippenham) said that if the pro- 
ceedings of the Joint Committee had been 
limited to matters which came within 
private Bill procedure, the proposal of 
the Government to proceed with the 
Bill that day would have been reason- 
able; but they were by no means so 
limited. The Committee had to con- 
sider a great question Of policy, and the 
results of their deliberations were some- 
what obscure. Some hon. Members on 
his side of the House desired to see the 
much-vexed London water question 
settled once for all, and on a reasonable 
basis; and, while they approvedmany of 
the provisions of the Bill, there were 
others on which they desired to make 
their voices heard with a view to 
securing some alteration. He could not 
with reason support the Government 
in their decision to proceed with the 
Bill that day in face of the fact that the 
Blue-book—one of the most voluminous 
he had ever seen—contained some most 
valuable evidence, which might influence 
hon. Members as to the view they took 
of the proper constitution of the Water 
Board. It was with great reluctance 
that he found himself compelled to 
support the Motion made on the other 
side of the House, but he felt bound to 
do so in the interest of the Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
that after what had fallen from their 
own supporters the Government should 
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have no hesitation in accepting this 
Motion to report progress. The hon. 
Member for East Islington had admitted 
that he had not seen the evidence at 
all, and in his own case he had only had 
possession of it for two hours. He was 
sorry he missed the statement of the 
First Lord on the previous day that it 
would be shortly circulated, and he sub- 
mitted that by the hurried circulation 
of the Blue-book the Government had 
admitted that a study of it was essential 
to the deliberations of the Committee. 
Why, if it were not necessary, had the 
Government taken so much trouble to 
place the evidence in the hands of hon. 
Members ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It does not 
rest with the Government to decide 
how the evidence shall be produced. 


Mr. LOUGH said the Government 
hadcertainly taken care that the evidence 
was circulated before hon. Members 
were called upon to consider the Bill in 
Committee, but at the same time had 
not given them time to read it. He 
believed the evidence was not even 
indexed. The Government would lose 
no time by giving way on this question. 
There was plenty of other business on 
the Paper which could be proceeded with 
with advantage, and if they took the 
reasonable course now proposed they 
would make mueh better progress with 
the Bill on future occasions. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) joined in 
the protest against the way in which the 
House was being treated. He himself 
was placed in a position of the greatest 
possible inconvenience by being suddenly 
supplied with a Blue-book so heavy that 
he could hardly carry it into the House. 
Hon. Members who took an interest in 
the water question might perhaps be 
familiar with the main facts of the case, 
but in addition to the main facts there 
Was an immense mass of important 
detail which required the exercise of 
nice judgment, seeing that millions of 
money were involved. He had carefully 
studied the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and he had formed an opinion 
adverse to the composition of the Board 
as proposed by the Government, but if 
he had an opportunity of studying the 
Blue-book he might be induced to 
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change his mind on the matter. There 
was a great deal of evidence dealing 
with that point which was raised by 
the first Clause, and unless he was 
afforded an opportunity of examining it 
he would find great difficulty in pro- 
nouncing a fair judgment. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill was one of the most 
extraordinary he had ever listened to, 
for he said it was quite unnecessary for 
hon. Members to have an opportunity of 
looking at the Blue-book which had 
been placed in their hands. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Those were not 
my words. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that, 
at any rate, was the impression left 
on his mind. Had the right hon. 
Gentleman himself read it ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG : I took the 
trouble to see the evidence each diy as it 
was taken. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: How ? 


The evidence 
had any 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
is printed daily. I never 
difficulty in getting it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Really, it 
gets worse and worse. This particular 
Committee was appointed to consider the 
whole question of the Bill. The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite said the Bill 
was referred to the Committee upstairs 
for the consideration of certain private 
rights. The House did not send the 
Bill to an ordinary Private Bill Com- 
mittee, in order that the whole Bill 
might be thoroughly threshed out by a 
Joint Committee. The Government had 
in the Committee a majority of seven to 
three, but the evidence convinced the 
Committee that some of the proposals 
of the Government were unworkable. 
Surely, therefore, the House ought to 
be made acquainted with that evidence 
before it considered the Bill. It was not 
in a position to discuss the first Clause 
without having the full evidence before 
it. The right hon. Gentleman, with 
some heat, complained when the Leader 
of the Opposition said queer things had 
been done by the Joint Committee. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I asked by | wou'd not furnish a copy unless the 
whom. applicant paid his share of the shorthand 


notes. This meant that hon. Members 
must pay five or ten guineas a day to 
get the evidence as it went on. That 
disposed altogether of the contention 
that all of them had the same opportunit; 
of seeing the evidence as the right hop. 
Gentleman, and the position was this, 
that he, having read the evidence as it 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: They were 
done by the representative of the 
Government, the Chairman. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is not entitled to 
cast reflections on the Chairman of the 


Committee. went on, could be citing passages against 
them from that overwhelming volume, 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he! which they had had no opportunity of 
had no desire to cast any reflec-| reading, and which was without any 
tions on anyone. What they wanted |index. He only got his copy of the 
to do was to contest the Report | evidence in the Vote Office a few minutes 
of the Committee, and he there-| before, andthen there were only three 


fore submitted that they ought not to 
be expected to go on with the Bill at this 
stage until they had had an opportunity 
of digesting the evidence. 


copies there. That was the right hon. 
Gentleman's idea of fairness in debate. 
He said the Government did not concern 
themselves about getting the evidence 
distributed ; but they ought to have con- 
cerned themselves. The Blue-book was 
wickshire, Rugby) said the hon. Member | put into the hands of the printers on 
for East Islington had said that they | June 17th. Any of the great London 
were not likely to reach a part of the | printers could easily have got the book 
Bill that day which involved considera- | into the hands of anybody willing to pay 
tion of the evidence in the Blue-book. | for it within one week from the time of 
Had he seen the Amendments ? receiving it. Not one of the grounds 
urged by the right hon. Gentleman for 
| resisting the Motion wasa good ground, 
}and on the other hand the right hon. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the hon. | Gentleman could not adopt a more 
Member must, then, have known that a suicidal policy—so far as his Bill was 
most essential question —the constitution | concerned—than one of insisting on now 
of the Water Board—was raised on the | going on with the debate. He would 
first Clause, and that on page 13 of the | find that the best and easiest course was 
Amendment. | to give hon. Members an opportunity of 
| studying the evidence betore going on 
Mr. COHEN: But we cannot expect to ‘with the debate. 
reach that point to day. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT: That is a), M®. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) thought 
matter of prophesy. Amendments may that the Government would be well 
be ruled out of order. The President | advised to accept the Motion. There 
of the Local Government Board had in- | had hitherto been a general agreement 
formed the Committee that he read the 0% the part of Members to make the 
evidence as it went on. But had hon. | best possible measure out of the very 
Members generally the same oppor- | Worst possible Bill, and if that temper 
tunities that he had for doing so ? | was to continue to prevail, as he hoped 
ane )it might, they ought only to conduct 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. \their final discussions with knowledge 
,of the Blue-book, and some regard to 
the evidence. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man wanted to get the Bill through 
within something of a week, he should 


(1.0.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT (War- 








Mr. COHEN : Yes. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: How could 
it be so? Let the Committee consider 
whether that was so. The evidence was 





printed at the expense of the parties 
concerned, and was in the possession of 
the Parliamentary agents, and they 


adjourn the discussion now and go on 
with the Butterine Bill, which would 
add to smoothness and harmony, or take 
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Bill 


some other small and uncontentious | £50,000,000, affecting some 474 miles of 


measure. 
done to the interests concerned. He 
the Parliamentary Committee of the 
County Council in having read the 
evidence, but it had not been distributed 
to members of the County Council gene- 
rally, or to Members of that House, as 


Injustice would otherwise be | 


yas specially favoured as a member of | eVidence relating to the subject. 


right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 


territory and seventy-seven authorities, 
without being allowed first to read the 
If the 


| Bill persisted in this attitude he would 


lay himself open to the charge of having 


_been driven to do so by the water 


was proved by the innocent ignorance | 


of the hon. Member for East Islington. 
On the ground that Members had not 
sufficient knowledge of the evidence 
upon which the Committee arrived at 
their decision, he hoped the Motion 
would be agreed to. It was but fair to 
the representatives of the eight water 
companies that they should have before 
them a summary of the proceedings, 
and still more important was it that the 
local bodies who found themselves 
suddenly incorporated into the proposed 
water authority should have time to 
consider the position and express their 
opinions. The County Council, the City 
Corporation, the Thames Conservancy, 
and the seventy-seven authorities with 
which the Bill dealt, were suddenly called 
upon to give a decision on insufficient 
knowledge, and he was himself very 
desirous to fathom the reasons which 
had induced a sudden change of opinion 
on the Committee in reference to the 
inclusion of Borough Councils on the 
Water Board. He wanted to get at the 
reasons which caused that wonderful 
and startling change. He did not wish 
to be unfair to the Joint Committee, and 
he wasnot disposed to prejudge the reasons 
which inducédan hon. Gentleman like the 
Member for North-West Manchester to 
changeattitude on this important question. 
Hence he wanted to read the evidence. 
Then again, they ought to have the views 
of the Borough Councils as to whether 
they willingly consented to form part of 
the authority under the Bill. The 
Council of the borough of Limehouse had 
as good a right to express their views as 
any other body, and he said that despite 
the uninformed smile of the hon. Member 
for that division. He had never been in 
favour of factious opposition on any Bill, 
but if ever there was justification for 
obstructing a policy recommended by the 
Government, it was the present, when they 
were asked to proceed with the considera- 
tion of a Bill involving £40,000,000 or 


companies. It would be far better for 
him to let the Bill go over for three or 
four days, so that some of them, instead of 


| wasting time at golf, might spend the 


week end in digesting the evidence and 
in ascertaining what was responsible for 
the chameleon-like attitude of the Joint 
Committee. 


Mr. HARRYSAMUEL (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) said he had been accused of 
possessing an uninformed smile, but he 
rose for the purpose of making a practical 
suggestion. Those Members who knew 
the pertinacity of the London County 
Council fully expected that there would 
once more be a long discussion of the 
question whether the Council should be 
the water authority, a question that was 
ruled out of order in the Committee on 
the ground that the point had been 
settled by the Second Reading debate. 
Any one who followed the proceedings in 
Committee would know that at first it 
declined to take evidence on that point, 
but when the Members reopened the 
consideration of it and took evidence they 
changed their minds. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) thought the 
contention of the last speaker constituted 
a good reason in favour of the present 
Motion. Members desired to become 
acquainted with the evidence which in- 
duced the Joint Committee to change its 
mind. The suggestion to report progress 
to enable them to master the reasons 
which influenced the Committee was a 
most reasonable one. Were they, or were 
they not, a deliberative assembly? If 
they were to deliberate that Bill, they 
could only do so properly on the strength 
of the evidence presented to the Com 
mittee. He, for one, had not seen that 
evidence, and consequently, in the interest 
of fair play and of the honour and 
dignity of the House, he asked the 
Government to accede to the Motion to 
report progress. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, '.) 
added his appeal in favour of adjourning 
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proceedings, and reminded the President 
of the Local Government Board that 
an assurance had been given that the 
House should have full and deliberate 
opportunity for considering the Report 
of the Joint Committee. it should be 
remembered that on the occasion of the 
Second Reading a notice was made from 
the Front Opposition Bench to refer the 
Bill to a Select Committee of the House. 
He then asked if hon. Members would 
sacrifice their right to go into details if 
they assented to the Government pro- 
posal to send the Bill to a Joint Com- 
mittee, and he was assured by both the 
President and the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board that they would have 
the fullest opportunity of considering 
the Bill in all its details. On the strength 
of the above assurance he, almost alone on 
those Benches, voted for the Joint Com- 
mittee, and the reward he got for sup- 
porting was that he was asked to consider 
the Bill at a time when he had not seen 
the Blue-book, and did not therefore 
know what the evidence was like. It 
was impossible to judge of what took 
place on the Committee from the reports 
in the Press. They were, no doubt, 


too brief, and might be 
torted versions. So far 


entirely dis- 
he could 


as 
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gather, the Cabinet, being furious at the | 


decision of the Committee, hustled the 


Committee, and now wanted to hustle | 
Noes, 123. (Division List No. 285.) (1.40) 


the House of Commons. 
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*Sin WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 


said that the Committee was in danger of 
losing sight of the important consideration 
involved in the reference of this Bill to 
the Joint Committee, namely, whether jt 
was referred to the Committee principally 
as a private Bill or asa public Bill. ft 
seemed clear that although evidence was 
given incidentally on some leading points 
of policy, it was chiefly in the nature of a 
reference of a private Bill, and was by no 
means an uncommon occurrence in con- 
nection with an important measure. It 
was clear, however, that the evidence was 
under the control of the Parliamentary 
Agents, and it would be setting a most 


| dangerous precedent to decide not to pro- 


ceed with the Bill owing to the fact that 
the evidence under the control of the 
Parliamentary Agents had been delayed 
in publication. It appeared to him that 
what they ought to consider in regard to 
this Bill was not so much the evidence 
given before the Committee as the 
evidence given before the Royal Com. 
mission. He considered that to delay 
the progress of the Bill because during 
the discussion useful facts might be 
brought out from the evidence laid before 


: Paar | the Committee, though it might not be 
admirable descriptions, but they were 


actual obstruction, would have the effect 
of obstruction. 


(1.30.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 86; 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
A-hton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb't Henry 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | Goddard, 
Brown, Geo. M. (Ediuburgh) | ¢ 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, S,dney Charles 
Caldwell, Janes 

Campbel:, Jolin (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Chinning, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
tialziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Deogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 


Dr. Macnamara. 


rant, Corrie 


Joyce, Michael 


Leng, Sir John 





Lundon, W. 


M-Govern, T. 


Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonie, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Saimnel T. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Daniel Ford 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Horniman, Frederick John 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Dav. Brynmor(Swansea 
Kennedy, Patrick James | 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W. 
Leainy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lioyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 


Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


Mellor, Rt. Hn, John William 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 

| Mooney, John J. 

| Moulton, Johna Fletcher 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 7 
| Nolan,Col. Jno. P. (Galway, %. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Brien, Kendal (Tipp rary Mid 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Conuor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfr. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 








D) 
a] 


Sheehar 
Spencer: 
stirling 
Strache: 
Sallivar 
Thomas 


Acland- 
Ayg-Ga 
Allhuse 
Arkwii; 
Atkins¢ 
Bain, C 
Baird, « 
Baldwit 
Balfou c 
Balfour 
Bathurs 
Blunde! 
Bowles, 
Brodric 
Brook fi 
Bullard 
Carson, 
(Cavend 
Cham |i 
Chapm 
Church 
Cochrat 
(Cohen, 

Colling 
Colom! 
Dalry 
Denny, 
Dorinet 
Doughit 
Dougla 
Doxtor 
Durnin 
Egerto! 
Fardell 
Fellows 
Fergus: 
Fielden 
Finlay, 
Fisher. 
Fison, 

Flower 
Garfit. 


(rodson) 
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sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R, (N’thants 
stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal | ‘ 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan.,F. 


Acand- Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
vg-Gardner, James Tynte 
illhusen, Aug’tus H’nry Eden 
arkwight, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

jain, Colonel James Robert 
paird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capr. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
jullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derb’shire 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
(Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
(ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Denny, Colonel 

Dorineton, Re. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. SirJd(Maner 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Garfit. William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’k 





| Murray, RtHn A Graham (Bute | 
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- 


Thomas, J. A. (Glamor. Gower | Woodhouse, SirJ T (Hud’ersf'd 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


NOES. 


Gordon, Hn..J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henrv Robert 
Greene, Sir E. W. (Bury St. Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Mid’x. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hatch, Ernest Fred’k George 
Heath, James(Statfords. N. W.) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd..Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence. SirJos ph(Monm’th | 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H (Dumfriesshire 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nichoison, Williain Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
and Mr. Causton. 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde (Betlinal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Ha.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir Jehn F. L. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smith, AC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 





Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Strovan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hea ey 

| Thompson, DrEC(Monagh's,N 
Vhorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm.!Edw. M. 
Tufnell. Lieut.-Col. Edwar.i 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vern in- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams. RtHn.J. Powell-( Bir. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 








Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Younger, William 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrone anid 
| Mr. Anstruther. 


(2.10.) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said 
he wished to draw the attention of 
the President of the Local Government 
Board to the question of postponing 
this Clause. Clause 1 raised the question 
of the number of this Board, and until 
the Committee was in possession of the 
evidence, as given before the Joint-Com- 
mittee, they were not in a position to 
discuss this Clause. Upon the Second 
Reading of this Bill, the President of the 
Local (sovernment Board stated that in 
regard to the question of the constitution 
of the Board he had obtained the advice 
of an expert among experts who agreed 
with him that seventy-three should be 


the number. He wanted to know the 





name of the expert by whom the right 


| hon. Gentleman was guided in adopting 


| 
| 


the particular constitution laid down in 
the Bill. He would also like to know if 
this expert among experts gave evidence 
before the Joint Committee, and, if so, 
would the right hon. Gentleman kindly 
give his name, because he was very 
anxious to see what was the nature of 
the evidence upon which this recom- 
mendation was founded. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, he did 
give evidence. His name is Mr. Perrin, 
the Water Examiner to the Local Govern- 


} yt Raared 
meh. acara. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON | said he'| 


they thought were entitled to postpone 
this Clause in order to see upon what basis 


this proposal was founded. He was aware | 
that there was evidence upon the other | 


side from experts in Glasgow, Liverpool, 
and Edinburgh, from witnesses occupied 
in the carrying out of those great muni- 
cipal water undertakings, but he did not 
now wish to detain the Committee with 
the evidence given by those gentlemen. 
Substantially, these gentlemen, who were 
well known experts, possessing a minute 
knowledge of this question, had declared 
unanimously and emphatically against 
the size of the proposed authority. 


His point was that they were not in a) 


position to deal with this Clause at the 
present moment. Even with regard to 
the Amendments on the Paper, they 
were not in a position to discuss the 
matter properly. 
urge, as another reason—if it were in 
order—the action of the Chairman of the 
Joint Committee, and the way in which 
the Report of that Committee had, as a 
consequence, come down to the House. 
He did not wish to infringe the ruling of 
the Chair, and he did not know whether 
he would be in order in discussing the 
mode in which the procedure on that 
Committee had been carried out. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : If it will assist 
the hon. Member, I may point out that 
the general principle is this: if the hon. 
Member is going to suggest that the 
question was not put in a proper way by 
the Chairman of that Committee, I may 
say that I do not think this is a court of 
appeal from that Committee. No dis- 
cussion will be permitted with regard to 
the conduct of the Chairman of that Com- 
mittee upon a Motion to postpone a clause. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 
not wish to attack the Chairman of the 
Joint Committee as such. He would like 
to draw attention to an incident which 
occurred in this House the other day. 
There was brought before the House a 
Railway Bill, which appeared to him to 
include issues which were practically on 
all fours with this Bill. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That was upon 
a definite Instruction, instructing the 
Committee to take a particular course, 
and therefore it was relevant to say 
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that on a former occasion the Commit. 


tee had not taken the desirable course, 


We are now upon a motion to postpone 
Clause 1, and the objections which | 
understand the hon. Member takes to 
the decision of the Committee refer to 
the schedule. Obviously, when we are 
discussing a Motion to postpone the first 
clause, I do not see how the matter which 
the hon. Member desires to discuss can 
be relevant. The hon. Member, by his 
Motion to postpone this clause, prevents 
the Committee discussing the very 
matter which he wishes to discuss, ~ 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that in 
consequence of that ruling he should not 
discuss the action of the Chairman of 
the Joint Committee, which he considered 
a matter of great importance as affect- 
ing the procedure of Committees ; but he 
urged again the postponement of the 
clause, on the ground that, until the Com- 
mittee were acquainted with the 
evidence laid before the Joint Commit. 
tee, they could not properly discuss the 
Amendments to the clause. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 be postponed.”—(IJf, 
Sydney Buaton.) 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I desire 
to say that it is impossible for the 
Government to assent to the Motion 
moved by my hon. friend the Member 
for Poplar, and I am rather surprised at 
the grounds upon which he has made 
this Motion. The hon. Member asks 
me upon what evidence I base the 
proposal which I ventured to put before 
the House when I introduced this Bill. 
The number inserted in the Bill was 
considered necessary to perform the 
work which had to be done. But the 
hon. Member has carried my argument 
a great deal further than that, for he 
has endeavoured to show the Committee 


that upon this one witness, Mr. Perrin, 
| I have based and founded the whole Bill. 


The reference which the hon. Member 
opposite made to my speech deals solely 
with the question of Boards and the 
work that is to be done by the new 
Board. Upon that occasion I quoted 
Mr. Perrin, the Water Examiner to the 
Local Government Board, as_ the 
one man who has greater and more 
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detailed knowledge of the water area 
and the neels of Water London, 
and the difficulties likely to arise, than 
any other man of my acquaintance. 
He is an expert, and was rightly 
described by me as an expert among 
experts. His opinion was very strong 
upon the point that it would be 
impossible for the work of Water 
London to be done properly unless the 
Board was big enough to provide six, 
seven, or eight Committees. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite and the hon. 
Member for North West Wiltshire had 
both placed Amendments on the Paper 
proposing alternative bodies for the 
control of the London water supply, 
but I cannot see how it is possible for 
then to make themselves responsible 
for proposals of this kind, which would 
altogether change this Bill, unless they 
are prepared to produce some very 
strong arguments in support of that 
course. If hon. Members really believe 
that they cannot go on with this Bill 
until they have all this evidence before 
them, why have they put Amendments 
on the Paper? Why have they made 
proposals to alter the constitution of 
this Board? Is it that they have made 
themselves responsible for proposals 
which they were not prepared to defend 
until they had read the evidence? 
| must now turn to the main con- 
tention of the hon. Member opposite. 
I am aware that this Bill deals with 
more millions of money than many 
private Bills which come before Parlia- 
ment, but, after all, the Bill which 
brought into existence the Manchester 
Ship Canal involved more money. But 
I do not think that it lies with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to suggest that this 
Bill is to be judged by the amount of 
money which is affected by it. I listened 
to the speech of the late Home Secretary 
upon this question with profound 
amazement. The right hon. Gentleman, 
after all his experience of Parliament, 
stated that the sole reason why this 
Bill was sent to a Committee upstairs 
was because it was an important Bill. 
That description of our procedure is 
absolutely incorrect, because the sole 
reason was that it was compulsory that 
it should go to a Committee under the 
Rule governing Bills which affect private 
interests. If it had not been for the 
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private interests affected by this Bill, 
it would never have gone to a Com- 
mittee upstairs, and it would have 
been considered by a Committee of the 
Whole House or a Standing Committee, 
and the Select Committee would not 
have been necessary and would not 
have been availed of by the Government 
had not the Rules of Parliament made 
it obligatory. As a public Bill for 
which the Government is responsible, 
which partakes of the private Bill in 
some respects, it had to be sent to this 
Committee. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Why was the 
Committee not limited to dealing with 
private interests ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Surely the 
hon. Member knows that that would be 
contrary to our practice, for we never 
limit the consideration of Bills to private 
interests. A Bill is sent to a Select 
Committee in order that the private 
interests affected may be defended by 
counsel, and through the medium of 
evidence given by witnesses. I speak 
with more certainty on this matter 
because I have sat as a member of one 
of those large Committees. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite disagrees with the 
action of the Joint Committee, and I 
have my own view about their action. 
Nevertheless, [ accept their verdict, and 
Ido not attempt to cavil with any of 
the decisions they have arrived at. 
There is no doubt that the whole Bill 
is before the Committee when once it 
is referred to them. If the House 
declines to proceed with a measure 
until the evidence taken upon it is 
before it, it will create an absolutely 
new precedent with regard to private 
Bill procedure. I have been at some 
pains to examine this question very 
carefully, and. so far as I know, there is 
no precedent in which the furtherstages 
of a measure have been postponed until 
the evidence has been produced. Hon. 
Members say they want the evidence, 
but I submit that all that it is necessary 
to know in connection with this measure 
is in the possession of those interested in 
the London Water question. The hon. 
Member for Battersea wants more than 
this, for he desired that this Bill, in its 
amended form, should be referred to the 
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County Councils, 
and the Urban District Councils con- 
cerned, in order that the 
may know their opinions upon the 
change. If we are to wait until all 
this evidence has been digested and 
referred to the local authorities, there 
will be no prospect of this Bill being 
earried into law this session. I am 
assured that not only can any outsider 
obtain a copy of the evidence taken 
before a Committee every day at a 
trifling cost, but that any Member 
of Parliament can get it for nothing. 
[** No, no!”] That, at any rate, is the 
information which reaches me from a 
trustworthy source. 

BUXTON: The 


right 


Mr. SYDNEY 


hon. Gentleman admitted my argument | 


upon that point. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is not so 
The hon. Gentleman was dealing with 
the unsatisfactory way in which evidence 
was given before this Committee, and 
h: said that evidence ought to be 
available for Members of this House. 
I entirely concur with hon. Members 
strictures on both sides of the Ilouse 
in regard to the system of producing 
evidence. The hon. Member said the 
evidence was difficu't to obtain, and 
that it ought to be circulated with the 
Votes in the same way as information 
connecied with any other measure. 
The people interested in the Water 
question can obtain all this evidence 
without any cost to themselves at all, 
and with very little trouble, and, there- 
fore, 1 cannot see that it would be 
right or just to postpone this clause 
until the evidence is in the hands of 
Members. because that would involve a 
great deal oi delay. Therefore, I must 
ask the Committee to proceed with the 
consideration of this clause as it stands. 


(2.40.) Mr. 
wish to submit any of those larger argu- 
ments which had been dealt with by the 
hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment. Anyone who looked impartially 
at the Bill would see that it would be 
greatly to the convenience of the Com- 
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the Borough Councils, | 


Committee | 


LOUGH said he did not | 
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The other eight parts defined the work 
that was to be done, and he contended 
that the Committee should be thoroughly 
aware of the work that was to be done 
beiore it fixed the constitution of the 
body by which that work was to be 
performed, If the Clause merely pro- 
vided that a Board should be established. 
and allowed the number to be fixed later 
on then it might be admitted, but it did 
not do this, ior it defined exactly the 
number of the Board. How was the 


|Committee to decide this question with- 


out having clearly before it the nature 
of the work wiich the Board had to per- 
form. The hon. Member for Poplar quoted 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill with reference to the 
work which this new Board would have 
to do. The right hon. Gentleman said 
it would have to do the work of eight 
Boards of directors composed of some 
ninety low did the Com- 
mittee whether this work might 
not be well with the same 
number of gentlemen as at present 
managed one com pat iv. It very 
probabie that the inerease in Jas size of 
the work would not make it necessary 
to have a |: Board at “ll. and the 
House ought to know exne tly the details 
of the work to be done before the con- 
stitution of the Board was decided upon. 
To deal with this question bhetore they 
had full iniormation would be one of the 
most proceedings the ¢ 


Committee 
ever undertook. He put it to the right 


ers. 
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know 
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risky 


hon. Gentleman that it would be a con- 
venient thing to take up at once Section 
2? or Section 3 and some of the 
other Clauses, because then the Com- 


mittee would be in a better position to 


decide as to the constitution of the 


Board. They were now proposing to 
settle in Clause 1 the constitution of 


this body without knowing anything of 
these great questions. : 

| *Mr. MELLOR pointed out, as a 
that the request for postpone: 
ment of the Clause was not unreason- 
lable, that both the Commission and 
'the Committee which had considered 
'the subject matter of this Bill at great 
length had reserved the consideration 
of the composition of the governing body 


proot 


mittee if Clause 1 were postponed, The | till the last. He thought the course 
Bill was divided into nine parts, and | suggested by the Amendment was the 


Clause | was in itself a complete part 


Mr. Walter Long. 


.|mozt reasonable and businesslike way 
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of dealing with this question, and if the 
right hon. Gentleman would fairly con- 
sider the reasons that were influencing the 
Opposition upon this point he would find 
the passage of this Bill a great deal easier, 
and his difficulties far less, as the Bill pro- 
ceeded. He was not hostile at all to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s desire, for his 
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object was the same. He wished to see this 
important matter sectled and this great 
question got out of the way, but he also 
wanted to see justice done to the rate- 
payers of London. That that was a 
very important matter must be obvious 
to every hon. Member. Upon the Com- 
mission they had to consider, amongst 
other things, what would be the probable 
growth of London in the near future, 
and they came to the conclusion that 
Water London would increase to some- 
thing like 12,000,000 people. The 
interests of these people ought to be 
their first consideration. At all events, | 
they ought to ascertain what the 
duties of th's new body would be 
first of all, because until they knew 
exactly what duties they were going 
to entrust to this Board it was idle 
to attempt to settle what its com- 





position should be; the duties im- 
posed upon it would determine whether | 
that body should be of a_ certain | 
size and what powers it should have. | 


Bill. 34 

*Mr. MELLOR thought the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife ought to be taken as a 
whole. He understood the President of 
the Local Government Board to state 
that hon. Members wished to wait for 
the evidence in order to find arguments 
to support the Amendment which they 
had put down, and go ona sort‘of roving 
commission in order to find something 
to support their views. ‘Lhat was not 
what his hon. friends and himself were 
doing, tor they had long ago arrived at 
certain conclusions with regard to this 
matter. The reason why they desired 
time to study the evidence was that they 
were in favour of a much smaller govern- 
ing body, and it was their belief that 
when the evidence was read and compared 
with what had been given before the 
Royal Commission the weight of opinion 
would be found to be conclusively against 
the Government proposal. Therefore, he 
thought it was his duty to support the 
Motion of his hon. friend. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER said he 
should not support the postponement of 
this Clause, because he had offered his 
protest upon the former Motion to report 
progress, and he did not wish to take 
up a captious attitude upon the Bill. 
There was a great deal in Clause 1 with 


He thought the President of the Local | Which he was in thorough agreement, 
Government Board had rather mis-| 4nd it was only upon certain points that 
understood the argument of his right | he joined issue. But, as he had been 
hon. friend the Member for East Fife. | Challenged for putting down an Amend- 
Although this was a public Bill it was | ment, he wished to explain that his 
also a quasi-private Bill, for it was a | Teasons for putting it down without 
public Bill which affected certain private | tying himself absolutely to its terms were 
tights. Therefore, the ordinary course|to show his disagreement with the 
would be, according to the practice af, Geseenaee as to the number of the 


the House, to send the Bill to a Com-| governing body, which he considered 
mittee upstairs. What the right hon. | excessive, and as to the mode of selection. 


Gentleman the Member for East Fife | He had reason to believe that the 
complained of was that this Bill was evidence, which he had not had an oppor- 








sent upstairs in order to have those 
private rights considered, but when the 
Committee got the Bill before them 
they inquired into the whole subject at 
large and did more to ascertain the 
public rights than the private rights. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: What I dealt | 
with was the definite statement of the 
tight hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife that the sole reason why this 
Bill was sent to the Committee upstairs 
was because of its importance. 
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tunity of reading, would fortify him in 
his views. He did not think this pro- 
posal would produce a good governing 
body for the management of the London 
water supply. He was not prepared to 
support the postponement of the Clause, 
because the House had already decided 
by a majority that they should not re- 
port progress now. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that, like the 
hon. Member for North West Wiltshire. 
he did not approach the consideration 


B 
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of this question in any sort of captious 
attitude. He thought, however, that the 
Committee ought to be afforded an 
opportunity of considering the evidence 
upon which the Joint Committee made 
this recommendation. Clause 1 proposed 
that the Water Board should consist of 
seventy-three members, but he would re- 
mind the Committee that when the Bill 
came first before the House the general 
opinion was that a governing body of 
sixty-seven Members was too large. The 
President and the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board were, he thought, 
the only members who did not think the 
governing body should be smaller. The 
Bill, as it now stood, proposed a larger 
body of seventy-three members. The 
Committee ought to have an opportunity 
of discussing what evidence there was to 
justify this change. He had just secured 
the Blue-book, and, hastily searching for 
any evidence on this subject, the first 
thing he found was the declaration of 
Mr. George Frederick Deacon, who said 
of the proposed Water Board of sixty- 
seven members— 

‘*T think it is a great deal too large, and that 
it would be unwieldy in practice.” 
Being asked whether he would prefer a 
Committee of moderate size, he further 
said that the number should be thirty 
members at the outside. There was no 
evidence in favour of a body of seventy- 
three members, but there was an evident 
desire to arrive at a reasonable com- 
promise of a smaller body of represen- 
tatives on a county basis. The scheme 
of the hon. Member for North West 
Wiltshire was the scheme which they 
must uitimately come to. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is hardly now giving reasons for post- 
poning this Clause. 


Dr. MACNAMARA suggested that a 
working compromise of the representa- 
tion on a county basis would be the only 
satisfactory solution of the difficulty, and 
if the Government would consult those 
who knew most about these matters he 
felt sure that they would come to that 
conclusion. For these reasons he was 
bound to support the postponement of 
this Clause. 


Mr. BARTLEY (lIslington, N.) said| before the House. 
one of those unfortunate | even now to the President of the Loed 


he was 


persons who happened to be a water 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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company director. He looked upon this 
question from two points of view. Ip 
the first place, London had made up its 
mind to buy these water undertakings, 
and he was anxious that they should do 
so; and in the second place, he was 
extremely anxious as a director that this 
Bill, or some other Bill with this object, 
should go through as soon as possible. 
With a director’s experience he looked at 
the proposed Board as unmanageably 
large, and believed it would prove un- 
wieldy and very expensive to ratepayers, 
and he should be very glad to see its 
size reduced. He wished to point out, 
however, that they would do no good 
by postponing it, and perhaps they 
would be able toamend it. They might 
begin with the present proposal and get 
this Bill through. He should be very 
sorry to be a party to supporting the 
postponement ot this Clause, although he 
reserved to himself the right to criticise 
the enormous size of the Board, because 
he was quite sure that the most efficient 
management would be by a small paid 
Board doing the work as directors did it; 
otherwise there was fearthat the manage- 
ment would fall into the hands of 
permanent officials. 


(3.5.) Mr. JOHN BURNS said the hon. 
Member who had just spoken had un- 
consciously given good reason for post- 
ponement. If the Board was likely to 
prove unwieldy, extravagant, and disad- 
vantageous to the ratepayers, then 
Members should have full opportunity 
of access to evidence before they under- 
‘took the responsibility of a decision that 
| might entail such consequences. Br 
reading the evidence and getting at the 
facts, hon. Members might persuade the 
Government at a later stage to reduce 
‘the size of this body from the unwieldy 
/and unbusinesslike number of seventy: 
‘three down to thirty or forty, as had 
been suggested by some hon. Member 
| who had already spoken. If hon. Mem 
| bers had had this evidence a week ago, it 
| would have been unnecessary to wasté 
the time of the Committee discussin; 
‘the postponement, and this delay hai 
arisen in consequence of the inefficient 
/manner in which this Bill had been put 
He would appedl 


| Government Board to postpone Clause |. 
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and allow them to proceed with less 
contentious Clauses. The hon. Member 
for Exeter, whom he had always re- 
garded as a very clear-headed man, was 
aMemberof the Joint Committee whichde- 
cided that the number of this body should 
be forty, by a majority of two to one, 
and another Committee, by an equality 
of yotes, had decided in favour of seventy- 
three. He did not know what evidence 
had produced this change, but he sup- 
posed that the reasons must be contained 
in this voluminous Blue-book. They 
must have been very strong and cogent 
reasons, urged in the interests of the 
water companies and the ratepayers ; and 
therefore he wished to have an oppor- 
tunity of knowing what those reasons 
were. If they were not found to be in 
the interests of the ratepayers, then they 
had no right to allow them. A grave 
injustice might be inflicted upon the 
water companies by this heterogeneous 
body, with no knowledge of London’s 
water supply, and who could not even 
hope to manage the water concerns of 
London as well as the eight Boards had 
hitherto done. Where was the definite 
demand from the Corporation of London 
to be included in the heterogeneous mob 
collected from the great area of Water 
London? The City Corporation had 
never yet given an expression of opinion 
in favour of being included, and, dis- 
agreeing as they did on the London 
County Council with the City Corpora- 
tion upon some subjects, he admitted 
that they had done great service upon 
the Water question, and he would like 
to know whether the City Corporation 
were satisfied that this body should 
consist of seventy-three members. He 
wished the City Corporation to have 
time to consider this question. The 
vast sum of money required to purchase 
these undertakings would have to be 
provided by the London County Council, 
and therefore they ought to know what 
was going to be the character of the 
body to which they were going to entrust 
the spending of the money. He hoped , 
the Government would be wise enough 
not to depart from the original sugges- 
tion to make the number forty. Then 
there werethose blessed Borough Councils. 
Where, outside a drawing-room meeting 
of metropolitan Mayors, was there any 
mandate from the Borough Councils for 
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representation? The proposal in this 
Clause was to have seventy-three men 
gathered from all ends of an area of 


440 square miles. The Government had 
_got no mandate whatever from the 


Borough Councils for representation on 
this body; on the contrary, his own 
Borough Oouncil specifically declined to 
have anything to do with it. [An Hon. 
oh!] He ventured to 
say that his Borough Council knew as 
much about the subject as the City of 
Westminster Council, which painted 
its lamp posts khaki colour and left 
its streets in such a_ bad condition. 
He asked the President of the Local 
Government Board where was the 
mandate of the Borough Councils 4 
Some of the Borough Councils liked the 
Bill and some did not, but none of them 
had expressed a definite wish to be part 
of a body of seventy-three. For these 
reasons he supported the Motion for 
the postponement of Clause 1. He 
wanted this to be the last time the House 
of Commons would have to consider a 
London Water Bill, but it would not be 
the last time if the President of the 
Local Government Board, who had 
experience enough to know better and 
to act more intelligently, allowed this 
body to be imposed on London without 
sufficient consideration of the evidence, 
to which at present they had not had 
access. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to accept the proposal to 
postpone the Clause. The Committee 
could proceed to discuss the less con- 
troversial parts of the Bill. 


Sir. WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.) said it appeared to 
him that the hon. Member for Battersea 
had rather gone beyond the matter now 
before the Committee, which was simply 
that the Clause be postponed. If he 
were in order, he should like to deal 
with some matters which had _ been 
referred to in regard to the action of the 
Joint Committee, and more especially 
in regard to the reasons which ultimately 
prevailed with the Committee in re- 
commending a Board of seventy-three 
rather than a Board of sixty-seven. He 
presumed he should not be in order 
in pursuing that question. No doubt 
it would have to come up at a later 
stage; and, as a member of the Joint 
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Committee, he should then have an 
opportunity of showing exactly what 
had taken place in that Committee. 
He presumed that they would not be 
held responsible for the ruling of the 


Chairman in the Joint Committee ; but, | 


with regard to any action that took 
place in reference to the various pro- 
positions put before them, he hoped they 
would have an opportunity of explaining 


exactly what had influenced them in| 


coming to the conclusion they did. He 


was, he thought, entitled to claim the. 


special indulgence of the Committee in 
this matter, because he rather thought 
it was on his vote in the Joint Com- 


mittee that the vacillations which had 


been commented on had _ occurred. 
When the proper time came, he thought 


he should be able to make a good case. 


for the change of his opinion; but at 
the moment he would only say that, 
in his opinion, every member of a Com- 
mittee upstairs was bound to consider 
from time to time the decision he would 
come to on the evidence that was put 
before him. If evidence was not put 
before him, he was not in a position, 
probably, to give as wise, good, and 
right a decision as he would give if 
evidence was put before him. He merely 
indicated that as a defence, if he might 
say so, of his change of opinion, although 
he did not think there was any reason 
why a man honestly should not change 
his opinion, if there were considerations 
for doing so, even independently of the 
evidence, which occurred to him after- 
wards. At the same time, he did not 
believe that this Motion was one that 
ought to be entertained by the Com- 
mittee. He did not see any reason 
whatever why this Clause should be 
postponed. No doubt the Joint Com- 
mittee adopted the course which 
they thought best for shortening the 
inquiry, and dealing with the vari- 
ous points fairly, and they did not 
follow absolutely the seriatim form of 
the Bill as it stood; but he did not 
think that question arose here today. 
The point which had been raised today 
more than any other was as to the con- 
stitution of the Board; but it appeared 
to him that that would come up in the 
natural course if they now proceeded 
with the Clauses as they stood. No 
doubt there was in theClause a reference 


Sir William Houldsworth. 
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| to the constitution of the Board, but the 
| discussion of that would come more 
| properly under the guidance of the 
|Chairman when the Committee came 
‘to consider that part of the Clause. He 
was bound to admit that a good deal had 
been said which had impressed him ag 
'to the desirability of the Committee’s 
having an opportunity of going through 
_ the evidence—he did not say absolutely— 
before entering upon the small portion 
of the Bill, that they would be able to 
deal with today. As a member of the 
Joint Committee, he was exceedingly 
anxious that the members of the Com- 
mittee should have the opportunity of 
reading the evidence and of seeing the 
basis upon which they came to their 
conclusions. He was sure it would be 
recognised that it was a very complicated 
-and difficult inquiry, involving many 
considerations—not only considerations 
of what would be a suitable, practical, 
_and business-like Board, but considera- 
tions with respect to representation, and 
even sentiment, which had to be kept in 
'view. All he had to say at present was, 
that he had heard noargument to induce 
him to support the Motion for the post- 
ponement of the Clause. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
monthshire, W.): Thehon. Baronet has 
said that he has heard no argument in 
favour of the postponement of the Clause, 
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but I think the Committee cannot say 
that, having heard what the hon. Baronet 
has said. A more conclusive speech in 
favour of the postponement of this Clause 
would be impossible to conceive. He 
has stated the principles by which he 
himself has been governed, and I am 
sureanyone who knows the hon. Baronet 
will admit that these are sound principles 
and adopted from the highest motives 
What doeshesay? He says, in effect, that 
you cannot properly form an opinion on 
the matter without hearing the evidenez. 
That is exactly the position the Cou- 
mittee is placed in. A more extraor 
dinary proceeding than the present one 
I have never heard of during the whdk 
of my long experience of the House 0! 
Commons. Here is a very important 
Joint Committee dealing with enormous 
pecuniary interests which are to affec 
the population of London in perpetuity. 
on aceount of the sum of money to l¥ 
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raised ; and all we know about it is that | 
that Joint Committee, by a majority of | 
nearly two to one, came to one conclu- | 
sion, and that afterwards, for reasons | 
which the hon. Baronet says he will 

at some time or other explain, but which | 
he is unable to explain to-day—— | 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH: I 
should not have been in order in doing 
90. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I know; 
but that does not make any difference to 
us. Itisthe very fact that because we can- 
not, on account of the ruling in respect of 
order, arrive at the thing which is really 
essential to the question now before the 
House, that we wish to take a course 
which seems so clear and obvious, and 
the denial of which is so irrational, that 
it hardly wanted the speech of the 
hon. Baronet to convince us of that. It 
isa situation, I venture to say, unpre- | 
eedented in the House of Commons, that 
a Bill of this enormous consequence | 
should come down from a Joint Com- 
mittee which,in regard to a critical point, 
arrived at a conclusion by a majority of 
two to one, and afterwards came te 
another conclusion, and that we should 
be asked to proceed to consider the point 
without explanation. I suppose the hon. 
Baronet, being part of that majority, 
considered that he had then before him 








all that was necessary in order to form 
that judgment. 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH: Let 
me explain that one member of the Com- 
mittee was absent. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, it 
would be a difficult fraction to calculate, 
perhaps, '.but that member who was 
absent then is present today, I expect. 
Here we are in the position of having 
two Members of this House—Members 
of the highest authority on this matter— 
who are precluded by the ruling of the 
Chair from telling us that which is | 
essential. We all know that that is a 
position in which the House ought not 
to be placed by the Government. The 
Government have power to relieve us 
trom this situation. If they assent to 
the Motion, then they will allow the 
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House of Commons to have that informa- 
tion which it is essential we should 
possess for dealing with this matter. 
The hon. Baronet who has just spoken 
will make a clean breast of it to us, and 
tell us exactly what were the motives 
which induced him tochange his opinion. 
The hon. Member who was absent then 
will tell us what are his opinions now 
upon that question. Having two living 
witnesses before us, we are now in the 
position of their being muzzled and not 
allowed to speak. Is it possible to reduce 
the House of Commons to a moreabsolute 
and contemptible impotence? It is an 
exhibition of what can happen in the 
House of Commons when dealing with 
matters of the greatest importance. 
There is a Blue-book with the whole 
evidence—and that is delivered at a 
moment when it is impossible for the 
House of Commons to make itself 
acquainted with the contents. It is 


_ ridiculous mismanagement that we should 
| be placed in a position in which we are not 


able to forma judgment on the matter— 
a judgment which can alone be properly 
formed after we have the evidence before 
us. How can we go on this afternoon 
with this clause? We cannot discuss 
the clause without considering the con- 
stitution of the Board. It is the very 
essence of the whole thing. If it was not 
the essence of this matter, why was there 
such an extraordinary desire on the part 
of the Government to alter the first 
decision ? That shows how vital this 
question is to the whole of this Clause. 
I am bound to say, therefore, that, in refus- 
ing this Motion, they are endeavouring to 
snatch a judgment upon that which is the 
essential matter in this Clause. That, in 
my opinion, is to destroy the whole func- 
tions of bodies like the Joint Committee, 
and to treat the House of Commons in a 
way that it ought not to be treated. 


(3.32.) Mr. WALTER LONG: The 
right hon. Gentleman says he is consumed 
with anxiety to hear the evidence of two 
living witnesses who are present, but that 
the action of the Government has rendered 
this impossible. He tells the Committee 
also that, by the adoption of the Amend- 
ment, those hon. Members would become 
unmuzzled. The adoption of the Amend- 
ment would have the certain effect of 
making it impossible for my two hon. 
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friends to give the desired information to 
the House unless at some distant period 
of time. There are great interests involved 
in this matter. The water companies do 
not ask for the championship of hon. 
Members opposite in postponing the con- 
sideration of the Clause. They support 
the Government in the course we are 
pursuing. The vast majority of London 
Members—55 out of 62-—are supporting 
the Government in the course we have 
adopted ; and the local authorities, the 
majority of the metropolitan boroughs, 
and tke urban and rural districts, are also 
supporting the Government. It is only 
those hon. Members who have been op- 
posed to the Government from the begin- 
ning who are not prepared to go on with 
the Clause, because they say they want 
further information before continuing 
their attack. I submit that there is 
nothing extraordinary or improper in the 
course which the Government has adopted 
in asking the House to proceed with the 
consideration of the Clause. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he wished to say a word 
on this matter from a somewhat different 
point of view. The argument which 
the President of the Local Government 
Board advanced was that the opinion of 
the London Members on the Opposition 
side ought not to have any weight what- 
ever in this House, because the great 
majority of London Members supported 
the Government. He was not aware that 
they were elected on this question. They 
were elected on the question of the war, 
and on that they had a right to be quoted 
as evidence of the opinion of London. 
They were not elected on the question 
of this Bill on the water supply. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I said that the 
vast majority of hon. Members represent- 
ing London are supporters of the policy of 
the Government in this matter, and 
they are prepared to take the con- 
sequences of their action. 


Str WALTER FOSTER said he was 
equally entitled to say that the last London 
County Council election was specifically 
fought on this question, and that a great 
majority of the Members then elected took 
a different view from the right hon. 
Gentleman. If the one argument was 
good, the other was good. His argument 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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' was that the County Council was elected 
specifically on the Water question, while 
the Gentlemen elected to Parliament were 
elected on the war cry. He approached 
this question not from the point of view 

of a London Member, but as one who had 

had large experience in connection with 
such matters in other large centres. It 
was one of the greatest questions 
connected with public health which 
they could consider. There was no 
question of more urgent and vital 
importance than that of the water 
supply, and he quite agreed that it 
ought to have been dealt with years 
ago in some way which would have 
allowed the water supply of London to 
be in the hands of a single responsible 
authority. They were approaching this 
question in the wrong way. They were 
putting in the forefront this Clause, 
which dealt with the constitution of the 
Board, which, in his experience, and he 
believed in the experience of many 
others, was not, by its size, the most 
suitable body to undertake the work. 
Every speech delivered on the Govern- 
ment side of the House had been a speech 
in favour of the postponement of the 

Clause. The whole case for the large 
and cumbrous Board rested on_ the 
700 pages of evidence in the Blue-book, 
and it was but reasonable that the House 
should have an opportunity of studying 
the question as it was affected by that 
evidence. He only got the book this 
morning, and he understood that a large 
number of Members had not seen it at all. 
If they were to be treated fairly in the 
consideration of this great problem, the 
Clause should be postponed. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton) said the Government, out of respect 
to themselves and to the House, ought 
to alluw this most contentious portion of 
the Bill to be postponed until the Mem- 
bers had had time to study the evidence. 
He was satisfied that even the majority of 
hon. Members opposite viewed with great 
surprise the evidence of the Joint 
Committee whose Report they were now 

‘considering. The circumstance which 
impressed the people most was that the 
Committee, by a large majority, decided in 
one way, but that when it met again it 
was told that the Government disapproved 
their decision. The Chairman of the 
Committee then cleared the room ; it was 
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decided that evidence should be taken, | decision, made it essential that the 


and on that evidence the Committee was 


reported to have reversed its former 
_ judged of this Clause, should have a ful! 


decision. If there was a thing which 
would be disgraceful to the House, it 


would be to find that its Committees were | 


supple to Government pressure ; and if 
there was a thing which would be dis- 
graceful to the Government, it would be 
that the Government exercised that 
pressure on Committees representing the 
House. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not entitled on this Motion to make 
attacks on tha Committee. He is entitled 
to urge his reasons for postponement. 


*Mr. MOULTON said if he had been 
allowed to finish he was going to say 
it would have been clear that he was 
guilty of no intention of attacking 
either the Committee or the Government. 
He was about to point out that the one 
justification both of the Committee and of 
the Government was that the evidence 
which was called was such as rightly 
moved the Committee, so that the 
Committee was not supple, but was 
simply keeping its mind open, and that 
the Government was not exercising 
improper pressure upon the Committee 
but was asking permission to call evidence 
upon the point upon which it differed 
from the Committee. What was the all- 
important thing to put before the 
House to save the Government from 
appearing to have done an improper 
thing, and to save the Joint Committee 
from appearing to have been supple to 
Government pressure? Why !_ it was to 
permit a careful study of the evidence 
which was the defence of both. This 
evidence was contained in a_ bulky 
Blue-book. All that was now said was 
that this contentious Clause dealing with 
the point upon which the Committee 
had changed its opinion under these 
remarkable circumstances, and in a way 
which could only be defended by the 
weight of evidence, should be postponed 
until the House had an opportunity of 
weighing that evidence. 
prejudging this question at all. He 
had no wish to bring in any angry 
passions at all. He wished to point ont 
to the Government that the position 
they themselves took up, that the Com- 
mittee were wise in boldly altering their 


He was not) 


Government should be willing, and more 


than willing, that the House, before it 


opportunity of studying the evidence. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Govern- 
ment might have behind them the support 
of the bodies referred to by the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
but surely the right hon. Gentleman did 
not mean to maintain that the Committee 
should decide upon the constitution of 
the Board first and read the evidence 
afterwards. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I merely stated 
that the Members of the House repre- 
senting the people mainly interested in 
this Bill are sitting on this side and 
supporting the Government in the 
matter. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said the Lon- 
don Members were supporting him by 
their votes, but not by speeches. The 
Opposition were now attempting to 
persuade the right hon. Gentleman to 
take a reasonable view of this matter. 
Every London Member who had risen 
to support him had given away his case. 
The right hon. Gentleman had not a 
single friend to justify the action he 
had taken up. The only precedent 
he could find for the proceedings of 
the Government was in one of Lewis 
Carroll’s books, “ Alice in Wonderland,” 
in which the Queen of Hearts declared 
that their procedure was “Sentence first 
—Verdict afterwards.” Ever since the 
famous arbitration of the late Mr. Smith 
thirty years ago he had been a careful 
student of the London water question ; 
but he protested that he could not debate 
the Amendments without any knowledge 
of what had taken place in the Committee. 
According to all his experience and 
information, Members of this House had 
no inherent right, as was alleged, to have 
evidence supplied to them from day to 
day, even on application. He had 
inquired into the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman in order to see what 
ground there was for it, because it came 
to him as an absolute surprise. He had 
‘failed to find any justification for the 
‘statement. He wished the right hon. 
‘Gentleman would tell them his authority 
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for the statement. It was not fair 
that men who were anxious to come 
to a reasonable decision should be asked 
to debate Amendments on one of the 
most contentious clauses in the Bill with- 
out seeing the evidence which induced 
some Members of the Joint Committee to 
alter their opinion. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the 
President of the Local Government 
Board had stated that he was guid- 


ed by the expert evidence of Mr. | 
Perrin in regard to the particular 


constitution laid down in the Bill. He 
had looked through the evidence of Mr. 
Perrin, but he could not find a single 
question or answer affecting the constitu- 
tion of the Board. 


(4.0.) Captain NORTON said that 
everything that had been stated in 
connection with the proposal to post- 
pone Clause 1 had fully justified him 
in moving to report progress. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for North- 
West ,Manchester, who was in a 
better position to deal with this 
question than most of them, made 
the admission that he had changed 
his mind when in Committee. He 
presumed that the hon. Baronet and 
the majority of the Committee did not 
change their mind on this most vital 
point owing to the fact that there was 
any influence behind them, as had been 


suggested, for he did not believe that | 


any Member would allow himself to be 
influenced in that direction. They 
could only have come to that conclusion 
because evidence was brought before 
them to enable them to make up their 
minds. The hon. Baronet seemed to 
infer that that did not apply to Clause 
1, but that Clause went to the establish- 
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wrong. He had a map which showed 
‘not only the administrative county oj 
| London, but Water London, and Greater 
|London; and he found five or six 
counties were involved in this question, 
and it was proposed that one single 
Committee should deal with it. He found 
\from the evidence from almost ever 
large town in England which had dealt 
| with the water problem a consensus of 
opinion that London was so large— 


* Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now discussing the merits of the 


| Clause. He must wait. 


CapTAIN NORTON said he was trying 

to show the reason why they were not now 

competent to enter into a discussion of this 
Clause, which dealt with the nature of the 

| Board to be established for the purpose of 
acquiring by purchase, and of managing 
_and carrying on the undertakings of the 
companies mentioned in the first Schedule 

of the Bill, and generally for the purpose 

of supplying water within the area de- 

scribed in the second Schedule ; and the 

number of members of which the Board 

| should consist. He believed he was in 
|order in dealing with any of these 
questions which would necessarily come 
under discussion when the Clause came 

‘to be considered. When the matter was 
| first under discussion in the Committee 
| upstairs, they decided by two to one— 


* THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is going into the merits of the Clause. 
| He cannot do that until the Amendment 
| is disposed of. 
| Captain NORTON said that surely 
the Chairman would allow him to go as 
far into the merits of the Clause as other 
| hon. Members had been permitted to do. 


ment of a Water Board, which was the | 


basis of the whole Bill. Well, if the 
Committee, composed of experts with a 
mass of evidence before them, came to 
the conclusion that the best time to 
deal with this question was in Part 3 
of the Bill, surely the House was entitled 
to say that they should be in the same 
position. They should have a right to 
discuss the nature of the body; and he 
maintained that the Water Board set 
up by Clause 1 was an impossible body, 
and that its constitution was altogether 


Mr. Corrie Grant. 


*THue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not entitled to repeat arguments already 
laid before the Committee. 


Captain NORTON said he thought 
he could claim that he had not said one 
word which had been previously stated. 
Might he put this point, that on the 
question as to what proper authorities 
should be represented on the Board, 
whether the London County Council 
should not have some say ? 
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* THE CHAIRMAN : That will arise in 
the discussion of the Schedule. I must 
warn the hon. Member of the Standing 
Order against repetition. 


CapTaAIN NORTON said that the 
question as to purchase by a public 
authority was one of those which would 
come before the constituent members of 
the Board. The London County Council 
decided unanimously that there should be 
purchase by one public body. 
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* THe CHAIRMAN : What has that 
ot to do with the postponement of the 
lause ? 

* The CHAIRMAN called the attention of 
the Committee to the conduct of Captain 
Norton, Member for Newington (West 
Division), who persisted in irrelevance, 
and directed him to discontinue his 
speech. 


(4.8.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 101 ; 
Noes, 163. (Division List No. 286.) 








Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P. (Glou.,Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Arkwirght, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt,Hn.SirMicha’] Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 








AYES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick Alfred 
Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Canp, James 

M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

am, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


NOES. 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt, H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshi’e 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 








Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary, M. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwanr, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer, Rt Hn. C.R (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J. (Man. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt Hon. Sir Henry 
lower, Ernest 
Garfit, Willian 
Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Errest (West Ham) 
Greville. Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt, Hn. Robert W. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords.,N.W. 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Aenry (Somerset, E. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard.Jno.(Kent,Faversham 
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*TuE CHAIRMAN ruled that the first 
two Amendments on the Paper, the 
object of which was to substitute the 
London County Council for the 
Metropolitan Water Board, were out of 
order as being beyond the scope of the 
Bill; and the next two Amendments, 
proposing to substitute a Joint Com- 
mittee for the Metropolitan Water 
Board, were also out of order, as they 


implied delegation, which would be 
contrary to the Bill. 

CapTtaIN NORTON moved as an 
Amendment— 


“‘In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word 
‘ Metrovolitan’ and insert the words ‘ London 
and Counties.’ ” 
The title of the Bill, he said, wasa 
misnomer, inasmuch as the Bill applied 
to an immense area outside the Metro- 


polis. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he hoped | 
the hon. and gallant Member would not 
persevere with his Amendment. There | 
was a precedent for the use of the word 


“‘ Metropolitan” in “‘ Metropolitan police,” 
which had to patrol different counties. 
* Metropolitan Water Board” was a 
more convenient name than ‘“ London 
and Counties Water Board.” 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that the 
right hon. Gentleman recognised that 
this was a verbal Amendment, but 
what they wanted to have was a title 
that had some meaning. As to the 
precedent of ‘Metropolitan Police,” 
there was nothing in it, as the right 
hon. Gentleman must know that the 
constitution of that police force was an 
accident of an accident. The only real 
precedent was the “ Metropolitan Board 
of Works,” and any one who knew the 
history of that Board would not think of 
using the word “ Metropolitan” again. 
“London and Counties Water Board” 
accurately described the area to be 
covered. The title of the Bill must have 
been chosen by mere accident. 


Mr. LOUGH said that he had an 


Amendment on the Paper to substitute 
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“Metropolitan and Districts Water 
Board” for ‘‘ Metropolitan Water Board.” 


The area of supply included not only 


the county of London, but parts of five 
other counties; and he thought some 
words should be put in the clause 
describing correctly the actual facts. A 
great many rural districts round London 
were to be represented on the Board, 
and he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man might accept some modification of 
its title. 


Mr. WALTER LON( said he was ex- 
ceedingly sorry that the time of the Com- 
mittee should be taken up with so trifling 
a matter. The name was thoroughly 
understood by most people connected 
with London. No suggestion had been 
made in any other quarter that the 
nime did not accurately describe the 
new area. To insert “ Districts’? would 
not be any better than “ Counties.” 


Amendment negatived. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the Amend- 
ment he had to move was a very sub- 
stantial one, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would give it his sympathetic 
consideration. It was apparent, at first 
sight, that this purchase would be a 
gigantic undertaking, and it should be 
entrusted to some body which would be 
able to protect the interests of the rate- 
payers. They had the Water Companies 
as vendors; on the other hand, the 
Water Board was not to come into 
existence for sometime. He thought a 
great purchase of this kind should be 
lett to a body which had some experience 
in such matters. The Water Board had 
no existence at present, and could take 
no preliminary steps towards the 
purchase of the undertakings of the 
Water Companies; and even when it 
came into existence, it would have no 
experience to fit itself for the task of 
purchase. On theother hand, the Watee 
Uompanies were using all the skilled 
assistance they could secure to baftls 
the efforts to obtain their undertakings 
at a reasonable price. He believed that 
each Water Company was empowered to 
engage the assistance of three or four 
counsel for the arbitration proceedings, 
and supposing twenty-four or thirty-two 
of the leading counsel at the bar, skilled 
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in such matters, were engaged by the 
Water Companies, what chance would 
there be for the Water Board, when it 
came into existence, to succeed in getting 
that skilled assistance which was abso- 
lutely necessary to protect the public 
interest ? The same remark applied to 
the employment of skilled engineers. 
For every reason it was extremely risky 
to leave the purchase to the Water 
Board. The London County Council 
had for many years been considering this 
subject, and had overcome almost every 
difficulty in dealing with the Water 
Companies, and to the London County 
Council should be left the conduct of 
the negotiation for the purchase of 
the Water Companies’ undertakings. 
The London County Council had been 
passed over, and another authority had 
been found to carry out the purchase ; and 
it would have been far better, in his 
opinion, if this duty had been undertaken 
by the old authority rather than left 
with the new. When the new body was 
called into existence it would have no 
power, no office, no experience of 
working together, and it would have all 
the difficulties which were put upon new 
bodies, and would have forced uponit this 
enormous responsibility of purchasing 
from the companies, a matter which 
would tax the oldest and the most ex- 
perienced administrative body in the 
kingdom. He thought, for these reasons, 
the question which he had raised was a 
most important one, and he therefore 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed — 

‘* In page 1, line 8, to leave out the words 
‘acquiring by purchase and of.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


(4.35.) Mr. WALTER LONG said there 
could be no question but that the hon. 


| Member had raised a considerable point, 


but at the same time he hoped the 
Committee would not require a long 
time to discuss it. He could not 
imagine it to be possible that at this 


| stage in the history of the London Water 


question any considerable number of 


'Members could be found to support the 


proposition of the hon. Member, which 
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would put the new body in an intoler- 
able position, and would lead to certain 
confusion. This Amendment went right 
to the root of the principle of the Bill. It 
would be impossible for the new Board to 
approach any of the important questions, 
such as the equalisation of charges, 
which awaited solution, if their sole duty 
was to manage and control, and the 
financial arrangements were in the handsof 
another body. It was obvious that if this 
suggestion were accepted the recommend- 
ations of the Royal Commission would 
have to be adopted, because there would 
have to be some further supervision in the 
hands of a Government Department. For 
these reasons he hoped the Committee 
would not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON did not think 
the Amendment was directed against the 
principle of purchase, as the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think. It simply 
raised the question as to whether there 
should be one authority to purchase and 
one to manage, or whether there should 
be the same authority for both purposes. 
His own attitude would depend on the 
ultimate form of this Clause. If they 
were assured that the Water Board would 
be reduced in size, he would not wish to 
see the Amendment passed ; but they had 
to consider the nature of the Board which 
was to make the purchase according to the 
Billasitstood. He thoughtthey depended 
too much upon the efficiency of this large 
body, and to his mind the question would 
turn upon whether such a large body 
could beanefticient body. It wasimpossible 
to give an opinion on that off-hand, because 
the Committee had not had sufficient time 
to study it. If the purchasing body were 
to be the large, inconvenient, and fantastic 
body now proposed in the Bill, he would 
certainly support the Amendment. He 
could not conceive why such a body should 
be selected for this purpose. It was the 
most unsuitable body that could be picked 
out to arrange a purchase at a certain 
time. The day fixed for the purchase in 
the Bill was a very early one, and it was not 
conceivable that this body of seventy-three 
persons— most of whom had not seen each 
other before ; who had no common action, 
common interest, or common knowledge 
of the Water question ; who would have 
no office, and no staff—would be in a 
position to deal with the Water Companies 
in regard to the purchase of their 
properties. The Water Companies would 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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naturally make the best possible case they 
could in order to get the best price for 
their shareholders, and it was the duty 
of the Committee, as representing the 
ratepayers—the consumers—to see that 
the price wasnot unduly inflated or extrava- 
gant. But when eight Water Companies 
combined to get the greatest possible 
price, with all their knowledge and con- 
trol, and when on the other side there 
was this chaotic, nondescript, fantastic 
body, with no policy whatever, the 
probability was that a very bad bargain 
would be made so far as the ratepayers 
were concerned, whether it was by agree- 
ment or whether it was by arbitration. 
The one body which had some knowledge 
of this matter would be excluded from 
taking any part or share in it, and 
therefore he thought there ought to be in 
this part of the Bill a distinction between 
the question of purchase and the sub- 
sequent management. He had a 
very great fear of negotiations, and 
he noticed by the second Clause of the 
Bill that the Board had power to come 
to an agreement with the WaterCompanies. 
He thought all these questions ought to 
be dealt with on a separate footing, and 
not by agreement but by arbitration. 
He was of opinion that if this was to be 
arranged by an agreement, the Board 
would be practically at the mercy of the 
Water Companies, and would have to pay 
a very extravagant price. If the matter 
came before the arbitrators, as in his 
opinion it ought, it was quite clear the 
case ought to be strongly put before them 
on both sides so as to ensure an impartia: 
judgment. As the Bill now stood, it 
would not be in the power of the 
arbitrators to give a proper and mature 
judgment, because they would only hear 
one side of the case, that of the 
water companies. In voting for the 
Amendment he disclaimed entirely any 
intention to vote against the principle of 
purchase. He voted for it because this 
body was, in his opinion, absolutely incom- 
petent to carry through the purchase, and 
the only body which was competent had 
been excluded from taking any part in 
the matter. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
thought it was the last speaker who 
misapprehended the scope of the Amend- 
ment, which certainly attacked the prin- 
ciple of the Bill. He believed at the 
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present time there was a universal con- 
sensus of opinion that the time had 
arrived when the question of purchase 
ought to be settled. The objections of 
the hon. Member were directed entirely 
against the tribunal which, by the Bill, it 
was proposed to establish as the authority. 
The question raised by the Amendment 
was whether there was to be purchase or 
not. It was not the case that the County 
Council would be entirely excluded from 
the consideration of the purchase, as the 
hon. Gentleman had said. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: As a body. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: As a body! That 
was a different thing. But the County 
Council would be represented by ten 
members on the new Board. He was 
ready to admit, and he gladly admitted, 
that there was an excellent section of the 
County Council who had a_ thorough 
and able knowledge of the London Water 
question, and if they took ten gentlemen 
from the Council and put them on the 
Metropolitan Board he believed they 
would exhaust all the particular know- 
ledge to be found on the County Council. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that the 
right hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken had used a strong argument 
against the course which he wished the 
Committee to take. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that there were not more 
than ten members of the London County 
Council who had a knowledge of the 
London Water question. That might or 
might not be true, but if the County 
Council were to contribute all these 
members to the proposed body, the right 
hon. Gentleman ought to have carried 
his argument further. How many of 
the sixty-three remaining members would 
have a knowledge of the London water 
question? He ventured to say that not 
more than three or four would have a 
knowledge equal to that of the seven or 
eight or ten members of the County 
Council. What would happen? It would 
mean that by their intimate knowledge 
of the question the members of the 
County Council would exercise a dis- 
proportionate influence in converting the 
other members to their own particular 
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views. He objected to a small section of 
the body being in a position to use their 
knowledge, influence, and experience to 
such an extent. That being the case, 
they were confronted with the question— 
What was the body best qualified to. 
undertake the purchase? Speaking in 
the presence of the directors of Water 
Companies, he said frankly that the 
interests of the companies would be 
better protected, as far as that was com- 
patible with the interests of the water 
consumers, if three trustees in whom 
the companies and London generally 
had confidence were to be appointed to 
carry out the purchase. If that arrange- 
ment were adopted, he ventured to 
submit that a purchase price would be 
arranged which would be more satis- 
factory to the two interests concerned, 
than would be the case if the purchase 
werccarried out by a body of seventy-three 
members, perhaps unduly influenced by 
the ten members of the County Council. 
who would have had ten or twelve years 
continuous experience of the subject. 
If the Committee declined to appoint three 
trustees, then it seemed to him that the 
next best thing would be to remit the 
matter to the Local Government Board, 
in which, perhaps, he would have some 
confidence. Failing the trustees and the 
Local Government Board, the only other 
body was the County Council. Whatever 
might be its attitude towards the London 
Water question in the past, it had know- 
ledge and experience ; and had at its 
disposal men like Mr. Dickenson, Mr. 
M‘Kinnon Wood, Mr. Hayward, and Mr. 
Young, as well as the Council’s engineers, 
all of whom had displayed great firmness, 
ability, and energy in defending the 
interests of the London ratepayers. He 
would put it to the Directors of the 
London Water Companies that the 
members of the body of seventy-three 
would in too many cases be elected on 
one programme. That programme might 
be to take it out of the Water Companies, 
in which case that body would do an 
injustice, through ignorance and lack of 
experience, which the Committee ought 
to save it from. If the body did not do 
that, it would take the other view, and 
would say it was time the question was 
settled. It could only be settle in one of 
two ways; either by being harsh on the 
Water Companies, or being harsh on the 
ratepayers. He believed that the directors 
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of the Water Companies would be satisfied to 
have the purchase conducted by the County 
Council, allowing the body of seventy- 
three to manage the matter afterwards ; 
and he ventured to say that if the 
County Council were nominated by the 
Government to carry out the purchase, 
there would be a strong probability that 
the matters at issue between the Water 
Companies and the Council would not 
reach the stage of arbitration at all. 
He hoped and believed that the know- 
ledge the directors of the Water Com- 
panies and the County Council had 
acquired as to the real value of the 
undertaking, would result in an amic- 
able settlement being arrived at. If the 
Committee would not sanction the 
trustees or the Local Government Board 
or the County Council to conduct the 
purchase, it might take a very long time 
before the purchase would be com- 
pleted ; an injustice would be inflicted 
on one of the two interests involved ; 
and a condition of things would be 
brought about which the Government 
did not anticipate. The more he saw 
of purchase in London, the more con- 
vinced he was that it was far better, 
when land was to be acquired, or when 
Tramway or Water Companies were to be 
brought out, to leave the purchase to a 
relatively small body of honest, able, 
competent men, who had the time and 
the inclination to concentrate all the'r 
energies on the task immediately at 
hand. The nearest approach to that 
type of body was the County Council. 
It was ridiculous for hon. Members 
opposite to think that they could ever 
hope to secure justice all round from 
a body consisting of seventy - three 
members, drawn from an area of 440 
square miles, without premises officers 
or continuity of knowledge and experi- 
ence which either the trustees or the 
County Council would possess. It was 
because he had no desire to be unjust to 
the Water Companies or to the water 
consumers, that he protested against the 
purchase being carried out by such an 
unwieldy body as was proposed, and 
which would possess neither knowledge 
nor experience. 


CapraIn JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) 
said that the speech of the hon. Member 
Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 60 


strengthened his hope that the Govern. 
ment would not accept the Amendment, 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Sleaford Division had said that 
these were only ten members of the 
County Council who were acquainted 
with the Water question; but five at 
least of the other members of the new 
body would have knowledge of the 
question ; and, therefore, there would be 
fifteen altogether. That seemed to him 
to be a distinct advantage. The County 
Council claimed to have a very good 
staff, but in the ordinary course of 
events, the new body might be able to 
secure from the County Council, gentle. 
men who had a special knowledge of 
the water question. He thought the 
new body would secure the best experts 
and officials they could find. What was 
the point at issue? Whenever anyone 
bought a thing they bought it as 
cheaply as possible ; and that, it seemed 
to him, would be the policy of the new 
Board. They would want to make as 
good a bargain for the ratepayersasthey 
possibly could. For these reasons, it 
appeared to him that the proposal of the 
| Government was the best. 


Str ROBERT REI D(Dumtfries Burghs) 
said that the real point raised by the 
Amendment was whether the purchasing 
body and the managing body should be 
one and the same or separate. Appre- 
hension had been caused by the proposed 
constitution of the body, and the absence 
of previous experience and _ skilled 
assistance, lest the price might not be 
fairly fixed. For his part, he should 
have frankly preferred that the County 
Council should have the management 
of the whole affiair; but the Govern- 
ment would not consent to that. He 
hoped, however, that when the new 
body was appointed, it would get to 
work as quickly as possible, in order to 
avoid the very serious danger to which 
the right hon. Gentleman had referred. 
He hoped they would preface any com 
pulsory fixing of the price by an attempt 
to come to a reasonable agreement, and 
for this purpose it was necessary that they 
| should be well informed. 





| (5.3.) Dk. MACNAMARA did not think 


|@ composite Water Board such as was 
| proposed was the best body to secure 
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cheap transfer, but said it must not be 
supposed on that account that he was 
opposed to purchase. He was strongly 
in favour of purchase carried out in a 
manner which would secure the arrange- 
ment of fair and reasonable terms be- 
tween shareholders and ratepayers. He 
did not desire to destroy the principle of 
purchase, but he wanted a competent 
Board appointed to conduct the purchase. 
This purchase had to be carrfed out on 
behalf of seventy-eight distinct authorities 
with varying interests, and they had no 
confidence that a cheap bargain wouldbe 
secured for the people by a body such as 
that which was proposed. Looking at 
the financial propriety of this question, 
the London County Council represented 
the London ratepayers who were going to 
get another pull through the Borough 
Councils. He wanted to know where the 
money was going to come from. Was it 
coming out of each borough fund? If 
so, this was a most iniquitous proposal 
for the poorer parts of London. If, 
on the other hand, the money was, as 
he hoped, coming from the various 
county funds, what right had _ the 
Borough Councils to be represented on 
the Water Board at all? What right 
had the London ratepayer to a double 
pull? They had included in this body 
representatives of the Conservators of 
the River Thames and the Lea Conserva- 
tors Board, but what right had they to be 
represented on the purchasing body % 
They were water sellers and had no 
right to be represented on the Board 
which was going to purchase these under- 
takings from them on behalf of the rate- 
payers. There was no justification for pur- 
chase by a composite Board at all. All our 
large provincial towns and municipalities 
owned their Water supplies, but they 
bought them themselves and supplied large 
areas outside their own district with 
water. In those instances Parliament 
never insisted that the purchase should be 
effected by a composite body representing 
the outside areas, and if they appointed the 
body which was proposed in this Clause 
they would not get a cheap bargain. 
Bradford bought its own supply, and 
was now supplying as many areas out- 
side Bradford as inside, and in this case 
there was not even a proposal made for 
thejrepresentation of any of the outside 
areas. Bolton bought its own Water 


supply, and supplied more people outside 
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than within its own area, and there. was 
not even a claim made for outside repre- 
sentation in the case of Bolton. The 
setting up of this composite body was 
bound to bring serious burdens upon the 
London ratepayers. They wished to 
strike out of this Clause the purchasing 
power because they had no confidence 
in the purchasing body. He would 
remind hon. Members opposite that the 
London County Council always put in 
its purchasing clauses provision for ad- 
mitting upon the managing body repre- 
sentatives of outside areas. That was a 
a great deal further than they went in 
Bolton and Bradford, but they could 
not find anywhere a proposal for a 
composite body, and this proposal would 
give London ratepayers a double repre- 
sentation on the purchasing body. 
While he was strongly in favour of pur- 
chase it ought to be carried out on 
sound financial grounds, and upon fair 
and reasonable terms as between the 
water sellers and the ratepayers. 


Mr. LOUGH said that his intention 
had been misrepresented. He did not 
oppose the principle of purchase, but as 
the Bill now stood the new body would 
be extremely ill-equipped for carrying 
out that difficult operation. It did not 
appear to have been observed that a 
great change had been made in this 
matter. The Bill, as it left the House, 
fixed the appointed day as the Ist of 
January, 1903, and it was intended that 
the new Board should come into _pos- 
session of the Water Companies’ offices 
and take over the undertakings before 
arbitration took place. That arrange- 
ment had now been entirely altered, and 
the appointed day was now to be at the 
end of 1903 or in 1904, and the arbitra- 
tion was to be completed before the 
appointed day, and before the Water 
Board came into possession of the com- 
pany’s premises. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is perfectly 
true that the Committee has altered the 
appointed day to the 25th of December, 
1903, but there is no alteration in the 
Bill with regard to the passing over of 
the Water Companies’ property before 
the appointed day. 
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Mr. LOUGH contended that the 
object of the companies in postponing 
the appointed day was that the arbitra- 
tion might be completed before the 
appointed day came. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If this Bill 
passes the Water Board will be elected next 
November, and it can at once take over 
all the companies’ offices and equipments, 
and all the machinery. 


Mr. LOUGH said his point was that 
it could not take over these offices, seeing 
that one year afterwards the new offices 
and an immense staff would be thrust 
upon them. On the Opposition side they 
were all unanimous as to the desirability 
of purchase, but they wanted it carried 
out so as to protect the interest of the 


ratepayers. 


(5.15.) Captain NORTON said that 
experience went to show that Joint 
Committees were a failure, and it was 
hardly to be expected that they would 
be a success in dealing with this import- 
ant purchase. A case analogous to the 
one under discussion occurred with refer- 
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ence to dealing with the sewage in the 
area of the Lower Thames, and the 
authorities concerned formed a Joint 
Committee. What was the result? This 
Committee was formed in 1877 and 
existed up to the year 1885, and then it 
had to commit suicide, because it was 
unable to do the work, and it introduced 
a Bill into the House of Lords to do 
away with itself. That Committee spent 
£45,000 upon legal and engineering ex- 
penses, and it had no assets of any kind, 
As soon as they had got rid of this 
Committee the various authorities con- 
cerned dealt with the question separately, 
whereas they were unable to do it with a 
Joint Committee. That was the only 
London experience they had to go upon, 
and if it failed in a case like that, the 
idea of succeeding in the case of such a 
Board as that which was now proposed 
was preposterous. He should, therefore, 
support the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. 


(5.14.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 192; 
Noes, 101. (Division List, No. 287.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Bond, Edward 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 





Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John ) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

jalfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.!(Hornsey 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Re. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 





Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Lord 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
D urning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Eiliot Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
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Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Garlit, William 

Gibbs. Hn. A. G. A.(Cityof Lond 
Godson, SirAucustuskreder ‘a ‘k 
Gordon. Hn... E.(Elein&N 
Goschen, en dtenine Sovchi lint 
Goulding, Edward Alfre 


Gray, Ernest (West H: om) 
Greene,SirEW (BurySEdm‘nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest,, Hon [vor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Lord G(Midd’x 
Han.ilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, ltt. Hn. Robert Wim. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay. Hon. Clande George 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 


Horner, Frederick William 
Houk Isworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeltreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 


Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee. ey Hants, Farebam 
Levve, Col. Hon Heneage 

Lei ~* ‘Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Kt. Hn. Herbert ilenry 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. b. 
Bolton, Thomas Dol:ing 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwe ll, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S$.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel |, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
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(Evesham 


Bristol,S. 


rColCharlesW 
Hn. Walter( 


John Brownlee 


Long 
Long, Rt. 
Lonsdale, 


Lowe, Francis William 

potato ig C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jame (Kent 
pig inaldd.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 

1 i ‘ * 4 . } 
Maciver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘ Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorne 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. “(Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan. _ l’red (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton Y Arthur HL. A.(Deptford 
Mount, Willliam Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Mi urTray 
Murr: Ly, ‘ol. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nie holson, William Crraham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Peel Jin. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. ? 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkington, Lieut. 
Platt-Hievvins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C, Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James, (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 





Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | 


NOES 


Doogan, P. ; 

Dunn, Sir will liam 

Elib: ank, Masten r of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Col. Richard | 


Lill. U6 
Kobertson, Herbert (hackney) 

Robinson, Brooke 

Sadler, Col. Samuel] Alexander 

Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 


Sassoon, Sir Kdward Albert 


Seton-Karr, Henry 

| Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East 


RtHnA.Graham( Bute | 


| Leamy, 


Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Stratt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot. RtHind.G. (OxfrdUn’v. 
Thompson, Dr. EC( Monagh’n,N 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson. SirWim. Edward M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscou it 
Vineent,Col. Sir CEH (Shettield 
Vincent, Sir yy i pr 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt inJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow ") 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. FE. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilkeln 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 





(Bath 





Wyndham, | it. Hon. ¢ reorge 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Kitson, Sir James 
rag George 
Law, Hugh Alex 

Edmund 


. (Donegal, W. 


| Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 


| Maenamara, Dr. 


Fo-ter, Sir Walter ( Derby Co.) | 
= udstone, litHn. Herbertd ohn 
= ant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir k. (Berwick) | 


Haidane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patriek 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Cuarles H. 
Horniman, Frederick Joha 
Jacoby James Alfred 

Jones, W illiam(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M'‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kean, John 
Me! ior, Rt. Hn. 
Moone sv; er J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, | — | 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Jose math, 
Norman, Henry 

James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


John William 


ph (iu South) 
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O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,.J eee (W ‘icklow, w. 
O’Connor, T. T. (Liv erpool) 
O'Kelly damien Roscomm’n,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


FACTORY ACTS—FRUIT PRESERVING 
ORDER—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
(5.30.) On the Motion for adjourn- 


ment :— 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield 
Hallam) said he wished to make a 
personal explanation. In the debate last 
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fedmond. William ‘Clare) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William (Snowdon) 
Schwann, Charles E 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C R(Northants | 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Tennant, Harold John 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. | 





night on the Motion of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Oxford University 
in regard to the proposal to amend a | 
special Order by the Home 
Secretary with reference to the fruit 
preserving industry, he had contested 
the argument of the Home Secretary 
that, should the House disagree with 


made 


| him 











the Order, then he could not make a 
fresh Order for the space of forty days. 
The right hon. Gentleman had assured 
him that the Act called the Rules| 
Publication Act, 1893, applied to the 
case,andthatit would have beennecessary 
for him to wait forty days in order to 
give a sufficient amount of notice to the 
public outside. He regretted that by 
putting his own opinion, for which he 
still thought there were some grounds, 
in the affirmative form and not in the 
interrogative, he had not given the 
right hon. Gentleman the opportunity 
The matter was really 





of correcting it. 
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Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R, 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, Chas. Hen:y (Hull, W, 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS EOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Lough and Captain 
Norton 


of importance, and had affected some of 
the votes given. He had made the state. 
ment at the time in the full belief that 
the right hon. Gentleman would correct 
him if he was wrong, but the last thing 
in the world that he should desire to 
do would be to accuse his right hon. 
friend of eventhe semblance of injustice. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rircut, 
Croydon): I am much obliged to my 
right hon. friend for the statement 
he has made, which is one all who 
know him might have expected from 
finds that he has 
made a mistake in what was really a 
very important matter. I had already 
stated in the previous debate that it was 
necessary for a new Order to be published 
in draft for forty days. My right hon. 
friend not only contested that statement, 
but expressed a belief entirely in the 


It was not in my 


when he 


opposite direction. 
power to rise and make a full explana- 
tion at the time, or I should have done 
so. My right hon. friend now grants 
that I was right. I have no doubt the 
matter did affect some votes, but that is 
now a thing of the past, and I am much 
obliged to my right hon. friend for 
having put the matter right. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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69 Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 14th July, 1902. 


THE EARL OF MINTO. 

Took the oath. 

REPRESENTATIVE PEER FOR 
IRELAND. 

Writs and Returns electing the Lord 
QOranmore and Browne a Representa- 
tive Peer for Ireland in the room of the 
Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency, 
= deceased, with the certificate of the 
> Clerk of the Crown in Ireland annexed 
= thereto: Delivered (on oath), and certi- 
. fieate read. 


ove bay th 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


© The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
: House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
‘had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
>from the Examiners that the further 
< Standing Orders applicable to the tollow- 
~ ing Bill have been complied with: 
London United Tramways. 


And also the Certificate that the 
> Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
>ing Bill have been complied with :— 

Post Office Nites. 

: _The same were ordered to lie on the 
> Table. 

WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 

BILL. 
S Read 5°, and passed. 
3 MIDLAND RAILWAY ‘STEAM VESSELS) 
4 BILL, 
. Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
: passed, and returned to the Commons. 
~ MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
2 Read 3*, with the Amendments; 
‘further Amendments made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
NORWICH CORPORATION (ELECTR - 
CITY, ETC.,) BILL. 

Read 3", with the Amendments, and 

passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 


WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL. 
Read 3", with the Amendments ; a 


lurther Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
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STONEHAVEN TOWN HALL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION (No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.}, 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BILL, 
(GENE- 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 
MANCHESTER CORPORATION 
RAL POWERS) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL (it.1. }. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
ABERDEEN ACCOUNTANTS ORDER 


CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.], 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS ETC.) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1. }. 


Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1" ; 


to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 149.) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 
COLONIES : ANNUAL. 
No. 356. Falkland Islands ; Report 


for 1901. 
SEWAGE DISPOSAL (ROYAL COMMIS- 
SION). 

Second Report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire and report what 
methods of treating and disposing of 
sewage may properly be adopted. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES (POST OFFICE SAVINGS 
BANKS FUND) (SAVINGS BANKS 


FUNDS)(FRIENDLYSOCIETIES FUND). 
Accounts for the ended 3lst 


December, 1901. 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 8th July, 1902, 
declaring that Spencer James, Post Office 
Sorting Clerk, Exeter, was appointed 
without a civil service certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the head of 
his Department. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

D 


year 
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RESIGNATION OF LORD SALISBURY— | to express our sense of his qualities ag q 


THE NEW PRIME MINISTER. 
THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 


COUNCIL (the Duke of Devonsuire): | 


/ was my fate to be in opposition to him, 


My Lords, although the announcement 
which I have to make to’your Lordships 


has been anticipated by the information | 


which you have already received through 
other channels, it is my duty formally 
to announce to your Lordships’ House 
the resignation of Lord Salisbury of 
the office of Prime Minister and Leader 
of this House, and the acceptance of the 
office of Prime Minister by my right 
hon. friend Mr. Arthur Balfour. 
Although this event has come somewhat 
suddenly upon us, I do not conceive 
that it can have taken any of your 
Lordships entirely by surprise. When 
Lord Salisbury, now nearly a year and 
a half ago, reigned the oftice of Foreign 
Secretary, which he had filled with such 
conspicuous ability, and in which he 
had taken so deep an interest, it must 
have been obvious to all of us that the 
diminution of his strength which 
induced him to take that step would 
probably be followed by a desire to be 
relieved of the still more arduous re- 
sponsibility of the office of Prime 
Minister. I have reason to think that, 
but for the unexpected prolongation 
of the war, during the continuance of 
which his retirement might have given 
rise to unfounded suppositions, it is 
highly probable that he would have 
sought the repose to which he is so 
justly entitled at an earlier period than 
the present. I have already had occasion 
in another place to express—I am afraid 
most feebly and imperfectly—mvy sense of 


the great loss which the country 
sustains through the resignation of 


Lord Salisbury—through the retirement 
of a public servant who possessed the 
uncommon and remarkable powers of 
statesmanship with which Lord Salisbury 
wasendowed. I need not attempt to repeat 
those expressions ; but I may remind your 
Lordships that Lord Salisbury retires not 
only from the ofti-e of Prime Minister, 
but from the leadership of your Lord- 
ships’ House. I could have wished that it 
had fallen to some Member of that great 
majority of the Members of this House, 
who have now for a long series of years 
followed the leadership of Lord Salisbury, 
with implicit and undoubting confidence, 


Parliamentary leader not less than as a 
statesman. I myself have, I trust, fully 
recognised those qualities, both when it 


and, in recent years, as a colleague, 
But it would be scarcely fitting that | 
should attempt to give expression to 
those feelings of attachment which the 
great Conservative Party must feel to 
their late leader; and I am not without 
hope even now, although many of Lord 


| Salisbury’s oldest and most trusted col- 


leagues are not present with us to-day, 
that some one of his more immediate 
adherents may do justice to that subject, 
But, my Lords, in the name of that 
smaller portion of your Lordships’ House, 
who, as Liberal Unionists, have in recent 
years contributed to form what is now 
the Unionist party, I may venture to 
express our deep sense of the forbear- 
ance, the courtesy, and the _ strict 
impartiality of the whole of his conduct 
in his relations towards ourselves. | 
have no declaration of policy to make to 
your Lordships in consequence of this 
change. Mr. Balfour has been able to 
assure his followers that, with one excep- 
tion—an exception deeply to be regretted 
—he has been able to secure the promise 
of the assistance of the greater number 
of his present colleagues. Inasmuch as 
that one exception is not, as I under- 
stand it, to be followed by an immediate 
resignation, there is still room for hope 
that it may yet be averted. But in the 
statement which has already been made 
at the Foreign Office, and in the state- 
ment which has already been made in 
the House of Commons, the Prime 
Minister has given to his followers no 
reason to suppose that this change of 
Ministers will be followed by any change 
of the policy which has already been 
announced to both, Houses of Parliament. 
it only remains for me to say that— 
as has been indicated to your Lord- 
ships by the fact that I am the person 
to make this announcement to your 
Lordships—it is the wish of the Prime 
Minister that I should undertake the 
duties of the leadership of this House. 
I am aware that the task which I am 
thus undertaking is a difficult one, and 
that I cannot expect to fill the position 
in this House which has been filled by 
its late leadere But the experience 
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which I have been able to gain on more 
than one occasion, when it has been my 
duty in the temporary absence of Lord 
Salisbury to fill his place, leaves me not 
without hope that I may look in all 
quarters of the House—as well among 
those who sit opposite to me as those 
who sit beside me—to receive, not, 
indeed, complete acquiescence or ap- 
proval on all occasions, but, at all events, 
forbearance and good will. I trust, 
with the assistance of the House, to 
beable to carry on the business of the 
Government in this House in a manner 
which may be consistent with the great 
traditions of the House and with the 
best interests of the country. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I rise 
at once to offer some remarks to your 
Lordships on the momentous and 
important statement which we saw 
this morning in the public Press, and 
which the noble Duke has made your 
Lordships acquainted with. It is a 
momentous and important event when 
aman of the great ability and influence 
of Lord Salisbury retires from the office 
of Prime Minister. But in this House 
there is special reason to note it and 
to take account of this great change ; 
for in this House for many vears 
Lord Salisbury has exercised a_ pre- 
dominant and powerful influence. I 
am sure your Lordships will have heard 
with great regret the announcement 
that Lord Salisbury’s resignation has 
been accepted by the King and that he 
is no longer Prime Minister of this 
country. I do not propose tonight to 
return to the political aspect of theposition 
or to what the noble Duke has said in 
regard to the continuance of the same 
policy by the Government over which 
Mr. Balfour will preside. I shall confine 
myself especially to the effect which this 
sreat change must have on your Lord- 
ships’ House. On this side of the House 
we have differed and do differ from the 
principles which Lord Salisbury has 
inculeated and earried out during his 
Prime Ministership : and in many debates 
we have argued against the policy with 
which the noble Marquess was identified. 
I think that we may congratulate our- 
selves in this country, however, that the 
admiration of a man of high ability and 
great character is not confined to his own 
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adherents and followers. We who have 
been opposed to Lord Salisbury are able 
to admire the very high qualities which 
he has displayed, not only as Foreign 
Minister, but as Prime Minister. The 
incidents of his brilliant career, not only 
in the House of Commons, but also in 
this House, are well known to the world ; 
and I will venture to say that his repu- 
tation stands high among the statesmen, 
not only of this country, but of the 
world. My Lords, I cannot but revert 
to our relations with Lord Salisbury in 
this House; and I venture to say that he 
has always treated his opponents with 
the most complete courtesy. I cannot 
recall any occasion in debate when Lord 
Salisbury used an unfair expression or 
words against those with whom he 
differed. He differed, no doubt, con- 
stantly in strong and emphatic words, 
but he never transgressed the line where 
fairness to opponents is concerned. We 
acknowledge and are grateful for this 
generous attitude, which Lord Salisbury 
has always occupied, and we thank him 
for it. I am sure the country, and the 
Liberals who oppose and have opposed 
the policy of Lord Salisbury, will deeply 
regret that a man of such influence, of 
such power, and of such high character 
is no longer at the head of His Majesty’s 
Government. We here, especially, deeply 
regret that we shall not hear again from 
him as Prime Minister, or as Leader of 
the Opposition, those speeches which in 
times gone by we have always greatly 
admired, not only for their ability, but 
for the singular spontaneous excellence 


of his words and expressions. Few 
spoke like him. I venture to think 
that few of your Lordships have 


failed in years gone by to have been 
gratified and delighted with the splendid 
effort of intelligence and ability which 
his speeches always contained. I will 
Savy no more with regard to Lord Salis- 
bury. But I will venture to congratulate 
the noble Duke on the position which he 
is to occupy. In old days the noble Duke 
and I have been intimately connected, 
and I think few, even amongst his present 
colleagues, can speak with greater author- 
ity than I can with regard to him. I 
can say with complete knowledge, and 
with the utmost sincerity, that your 
Lordships will have as Leader of this 
House not only one of great capacity and 
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experience, but one in whose high honour 
every Member of the House can com- 
pletely rely. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, it is only 
because of the appeal which was made by 
the noble Duke who is now Leader of 
the House that I venture in one word to 
trespass on your attention. It is, I sup- 
pose, impossible for any one not to 
recognise the fact that a very great loss 
has been incurred by the loss of Lord 
Salisbury’s counsels; and, speaking for 
the moment on behalf of those with 
whom his life has been associated—I 
mean that wing of the great Unionist 
Party with which he was more inti- 
mately associated—I think I can say, 
besides that reputation for sagacity and 
genius, which is not confined to any Party, 
indeed, I think I might say is not con- 
fined to any country, the feeling of those 
of whom he was for so many years the 
representative, is such that it would be 
impossible in adequate words to describe 
their sense of his loss and their admira- 


tion of the career which is now closed. | 


It is difficult, indeed, for one who has 
enjoyed, as I have, the honour of being 
for at least seventeen vears in the closest 
personal friendship with Lord Salisbury 
to say anything adequate to such an 
occasion as this. <All I will say, on 
behalf of that great Party in whose name 
I venture to speak, is that he has ever 
enjoyed their complete and entire con- 
fidence, that he has carried out their 
views as if they had been his views in 
everything he has done, and that from 
first to last he has been loyal to those 
great traditions under which that Party 
exists. 

THE Ear OF ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
these are scenes which are, | think, 
peculiar to the British Parliament. | 
think it should be our pride to reflect 
,that, on the disappearance from official 
ife of a great figure like Lord Salisbury, 
Party lines disappear, and the public 
feeling finds a common voice in the 
speakers on all Benches. In reference 
to that point, may I express momentary 
surprise at the stress which the noble 
Duke laid on the line, which has become 
imperceptible to the unpractised eve, 
which seems yet to divide the two wings 
of the Unionist Party. My Lords, :in 


the first place, allow me to congratulate | 


Earl Spencer, 
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| the noble Duke on the position which 
he has assumed, I venture to say, with 
'the general consent and approval of 
' this House. Speaking on behalf of those 
who are less bound by Party ties than 
my noble friend behind me, I am quite 
certain there is no Member of your 
Lordships’ House that will not gladly 
‘agree with the noble Duke on every 
occasion on which it is possible to do 
so, and that when they have the mis. 
fortune to differ from him, they will 
differ from him loyally, and knowing 
that he differs from them with equal 
honesty. But, my Lords, that is not 
what is in all our minds today. It is 
‘the disappearance from official life of 
that great figure which has for more 
than twenty years been the dominant 
figure in this House. and, indeed, since 
the resignation of Mr. Gladstone, the 


prominent figure in the life of this 
country. I cannot but say that, who- 
ever may rise up to succeed Lord 


Salisbury, the House for long indeed, 
will have been shorn of much of its 
interest, and we shall feel, as we felt 
when Lord Beaconsfield and Mr. Glad 
stone disappeared from the scene, that 
Parliamentary life had lost more than 
half its interest. He was privileged to 
be the adviser of the later years of our 
Elizabeth, as his great ancestor had 
been the adviser of the first Elizabeth; 
and, though we had occasion often to 
differ from him, none of those who 
opposed him, still Jess those who had 
occasion sometimes to cross swords with 
him in unequal combat, but must have 
admired the rich eloquence, delivered 
in those organ tones, the epigrammatic 
and literary form of his discourse, and 
the authority with which he spoke, not 
merely to Great Britain, but to the 
world. That is a figure which we 
cannot in a moment replace. Some- 
times a great forest tree has been cut 
down, and has allowed the younger 
shoots to rise to the sun and receive 
new vigour and development from the 
absence of the overshadowing tree. 
And I hope it may be so here, and 
that, though we cannot hope to see 
Lord Salisbury constantly in his place, 
a generation may yet arise, not un- 
worthy of his character, of his eloquence, 
and of his ability, to fill in some degree 
the place he has leit vacant. 
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THE Duke or ABERCORN: My 
Lords, may I be allowed to say a few 
words on the great loss which this House 
has sustained by the resignation of Lord 
Salisbury ? We shall miss him on many 
occasions. He is a great statesman, of 
the highest order and the highest capa- 
bility. He led his Party not with a 
rod of iron, but by the wand of ability, 
and I may also say, of affection. He 
never in any speech he made intention- 
ally hurt the feelings of his opponents. 
But what I should like especially to say 
on this occasion is with regard to the 
noble Duke who has taken Lord NSalis- 
bury’s place. The noble Duke, with his 
usual modesty, stated that it might have 
been wished that some one of the large 
majority on this side of the House might 
take the place of the late Premier. I 
venture to say that everyone on this 
side rejoices that one of the great house 
of Cavendish is their Leader in this House. 


THe Earn or FEVERSHAM: My 
Lords, as one of the oldest Members of 
your Lordships’ House and one who has 
followed the noble Marquess, the late 
Prime Minister, ever sincethe resignation 
of Lord Beaconsfield, and who was 
present at the meeting at which the 
noble Marquess was selected Leader of the 
Party in:this House, I wish to express 
my very sincere regret at the great loss 
which the Party and the country have 
sustained in the resignation of Lord 
Salisbury. The distinguished abilities of 
Lord Salisbury, and the long brilliant 
services which he given to his 
country, have already been referred to 
in eloquent terms by the noble Duke and 
other noble Lords who have spoken. 
I only wish, as an old Member and 


has 


supporter of that great Party to which 
the noble Duke has properly alluded, to 
say how much we lament the loss which 
has been sustained, and how much we 
agree with every tribute of admiration 
which has been expressed. I think we 
are fortunate in obtaining the services 
of the noble Duke as the successor of 
the noble Marquess, and J, for one, believe 
that we are all ready to offer to him 
the support which we were always glad 
to give to his predecessor. 
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LICENSING BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I think it 
will be recognised as an undoubted fact 
that this Bill deals with one of the most 
important of the social questions that 
have been before your Lordships this 
session. The question of the sale of in- 
toxicating liquor and of the amendment 
of the law with regard to drunkenness 
is one which has attracted the attention 
of the country for many years, There 
has been a prolonged and full inquiry 
by Royal Commission, and the question 
has been brought over and over again 
bafore both Houses of Parliament. In 
asking your Lordships to give this Bill a 
Second Reading, I feel that my responsi 
bility is very much lightened by the 
knowledge that many Members of your 
Lordships’ House take a very genuine 
interest in this question. It has been 
repeatedly stated in many parts of the 
House that your Lordships would like to 
see some of the points with regard to the 
licensing question settled on reasonable 
and moderate lines; and, indeed, Bills 
have been brought forward from several 
quarters of the House dealing with 
many parts of the question. Two Bills, 
which passed through this House, were 
brought forward last year by the Bishop 
of Winchester, dealing with several of 
the points with which the Governnient’s 
Licensing Bill deals this session. | 
cannot help remembering that when 
the Home Secretary was not able, in 
accordance with the promise made in the 
Speech from the Throne, to bring forward 
the Licensing Bill last year, it was 
repeatedly urged from many quarters 
of the House that an opportunity should 
be given to this House for a discussion 
of the question, and that the measure 
should be introduced in your Lordships’ 
House. Under these circumstances, I 
feel I need say nothing by way of apology 
or by way of argument upon the 
desirability of some measure of this sort 
being brought forward. 

The Bill deals with three important 
questions—namely, drunkenness, licences, 
and better control of clubs. It is 
practically founded upon the part of the 
Report of the Royal Commission in 
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which we find a very large unanimity of 
opinion both from those who signed 
the Majority Report and _ those 
who signed the Minority Report. With- 
out saying that all the provisions of this 
Bill carry out precisely the recommenda- 
tions made in these two Reports, at all 
events I feel that I am dealing with 
questions on which there is no very wide 
diversity of opinion. The first part of the 
Bill deals with the question of drunken- 
ness, and contains practically the same 
provisions as were before your Lordships 
last year. It will be remembered that 
the right reverend prelate the Bishop of 
Winchester last year brought forward a 
Bill dealing with this question. I think 
the House is very much indebted to him 
for the course he then pursued; and I, 
personally, so far from having anything 
to complain of, am very glad of the 
opportunity that was then afforded for 
discussing some of the provisions of this 
Bill. At all events,jitglightens my task 
today, because I feel that those Amend- 
ments which | had to propose, and which 
the right reverend prelate accepted, 
although they were not discussed at any 
very great length, at all events received 
in general terms the approval of your 
Lordships’ House. The principal part 
of this Bill deals with the drunken man. 
The measure does not interfere in any 
way with the liberty of the moderate 
drinker, but makes a very effective 
alteration in the law regarding drunken- 
ness, and specially deals with the man 
who is a habitual drunkard, and who has 
shown that he is unable to control 
himself. By this Bill, he will be able to 
be dealt with, and will have restrictions 
imposed upon him. 

The first Clause provides that a 
person found drunk and incapable on 
any highway, on being apprehended, may 
be charged under the Bill, and that will 
be a very useful alteration of the law. 
At present a.man can be apprehended 
for being drunk and disorderly, and he 
may be charged with the offence ; but if 
he is drunk and incapable, however 
incapable he may be, he cannot be 
charged without a summons being taken 
out, and the proposed alteration will, 
therefore, beof very great advantage tothe 
police in dealing with this question. 
The second Clause is one which will 
obviously, I think, receive the approval 

Lord Belper, 
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of every Member of this House. It is 
that if a person is found drunk on the 
highway in charge of a child under 
seven years of age, he or she shall he 
liable, on summary conviction, to a fine, 
or to imprisonment, with or without hard 
labour, not exceeding one month. That 
Clause has already been approved by the 
House, and 1 think it needs no words of 
mind to commend it to the common 
sense of every Member. The third 
Clause is a very small matter, but will 
be found very useful, and has already 
been made use of by some magistrates, 
It gives the power to magistrates to 
order an offender to enter into his 
recognisances for good _ behaviour. 
There is some doubt whether, in this 
particular case, that is strictly legal; and 
those who have the administration of 
the law think that this provision will be of 
very valuable assistance to them in 
putting down drunkenness. 

With regard to the other part of the 
Bill, dealing with habitual drunkards, | 
should like to call special attention to 
Clause 6, which is known as the ™ black 
list ” Clause, and which deals with the 
man who is not only a habitual drunkard, 
but who has been convicted in such a 
way as to render himself liable to deten- 
tion in an inebriates’ reformatory. | 
think your Lordships will admit that 
this is a necessary corollary oi the 
Inebriates Act which passed this House 
some four years ago. Clause 6 of this 
Bill prohibits the sale of liquor to persons 
declared to be habitual drunkards, and 
puts a penalty on the publicans serving 
such persons. I am, of course, aware 
that in very populous places the Clause 
may not be so effective as to enable the 
police to put their hands on the particular 
offenders, but it will be found very useful 
in less populous parts, where the habitual 
drunkard will be well known and easily 
recognised. Clause 5 allows a woman 
to get a separation order on the ground 
that her husband is a habitual drunkard; 
and the same provision is extended to a 
husband whose wife is a_ habitual 
drunkard. This Clause is precisely the 
same as the one approved of by your 
Lordships last year. There is another 
Clause on which I wish to say a word, 
partly because it is an important Clause, 
and partly because the wording of it was 
subjected to criticism when brought 
forward in your Lordships’ House last 
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year. I refer to Clause 4, in which the 
burden of proof in the case of a publican 
permitting drunkenness in his house is 
transferred. As a matter of fact, the 
convictions of publicans for permitting 
drunkenness have been extremely few, and 
practically, the law as it stands has been 
an entire failure. There has been an 
enormous number of convictions of people 
for getting drunk, and it may be pre- 
sumed that almost the whole of that 
drunkenness was caused in public houses, 
and it is admitted that an enormous 
amount of serious crime and violence is 
caused directly by drunkenness. What 
this Clause enacts is that a publican must 
undertake the responsibility of seeing 
that his house is properly conducted, and 
that drunkenness is not allowed. All that 
the Clause does is to provide that, if he 
is brought up and charged with permit- 
ting drunkenness, it shall lie on the 
licensed person to prove that he, and the 
persons employed by him, took all 
reasonable steps to prevent drunkenness 
on the premises. No doubt those words 
are wide; but discretion will be left 
entirely to the Court, who will have all 
the facts of the case, which can be proved 
before them. I must say that it seems 
to me that any man who has taken 
reasonable steps, and has done his best, 
either himself or through his servants, to 
prevent drunkenness, will have little 
difficulty, when called on to do so, in 
proving that he took due precautions. 
This provision will bring within the 
limits of the law many who have not 
conducted their houses properly, but who 
have escaped hitherto owing to the un- 
satisfactory state of the law. Those are 
the main provisions of the first part of 
this Bill ; and I think your Lordships will 
see that, although they may be in them- 
selves alterations which may seem small, 
the effect of them may be very far- 
reaching, and they may do a great deal, 
without interfering with the ordinary 
man who abides by the law, to improve 
the present state, not only of our streets, 
but also of many of the public houses in 
this country. 

I come now to the second part of the 
Bill, which deals with a number of 
different questions relating to the amend- 
ment of the licensing law. Many of 
these provisions, although of importance, 
are matters of very great and intricate 
detail, which, perhaps, had better be left 
to the Committee stage to be dealt with. 
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I should like to call the attention of 
your Lordships to Clause 8, which 
deals with the endorsement of licences. 
Your Lordships will remember that this 
provision was brought forward last vear 
in the Amendments which I moved to 
the Bishop of Winchester’s Bill. By this 
Clause as it stands, read with the sche- 
dule, the present system of endorsement 
of licences is done away with, and in its 
place it is enacted that when a licensed 
person is convicted of any offence, com- 
mitted by him as such, it shall be the 
duty of the clerk of the Licensing 
Justices to enter notice of every such 
conviction in the Register otj Licences. 
As a matter of fact, the system of en- 
dorsing licences has been unsatisfactory. 
Different magistrates have taken 
different views of it, but in a large 
number of cases endorsement has not 
taken place, and justices called upon to 
give a licence may be left totally in the 
dark as to the previous character of the 
house. It is proposed now to establish 
a record of this kind by means of a 
register, which shall show the character 
of the house; and the justices have full 
power to act on their own discretion in 
dealing with these convictions. There 
was a provision in the Bill of last year 
to which some exception was taken. It 
will be remembered that a section in the 
clause stated that where there had been 
five convictions of drunkenness the 
magistrates could ask for reasons for 
granting the licence, and use their dis 
cretion accordingly. Considerable ob- 
jection was—I do not think unnaturally, 
—taken tu the wording of that Clause in 
this House, and it also met with criticism 
in another place. The mere fact of stat- 
ing, ina Clause dealing with this sub- 
ject, that certain steps should be taken 


in the case of five convictions made 
some people think that it was a 
suggestion that a licence should 


not be refused unless there had been 
five convictions. I think your Lord- 
ships will agree that it was wise to 
omit that section from the Bill, and to 
leave entire discretion to the magistrates 


‘to deal with the matter as they may 


think fit. 

The next Clause is a new one so far 
as this House is concerned, and it deals 
with that rather important question of 
persons who sell intoxicating liquors by 
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retail for consumption off the premises. 
As a matter of fact, the law with regard 
to selling liquor off the premises is in a 
very anomalous position. A man who 


sells beer off the premises is required to | 


get a justices’ licence, and the justices 
can refuse it at their discretion. If he 
chances, however, to sell wine and spirits, 
practically speaking it comes to this ; that 
the magistrates have no discretion except 
to conform to some statutory conditions 
which only enable them to refuse a 
licence in the case of bad conduct. This 
Clause now proposes to put the off spirit 
licence and the off-wine licence in exactly 
the same position as the off-beer licence. 
A great deal of discussion on this ques- 
tion took place in the House of Commons, 
and no doubt different views are taken 
with regard to the advisability of this 
Clause, but it has been felt that where 
Justices are seriously considering the 
question, and diminishing the number 
of public houses and beer houses in 
districts, they should have some control 
over the places where wines and spirits 
are sold for consumption off the premises, 
and where those who are unable to get 
drink otherwise may procure it. It does 
not follow that a very large diminution 
of these licences will take place, but the 
Clause gives magistrates absolute control 
and discretion in the matter. There is 
one important proviso to this Clause. 
in the other House a great effort was 
made to exempt trom these two pro- 
visions all the existing off-spirit licences, 
in the same way as the existing off-beer 
licences were exempted by the Act of 
1869. This was not granted by the 
Government, and the Amendment to 
the law put forward to exempt those 
houses was so far modified as to make 
it refer only to those individuals at the 
present time holding off-retail licences. 
This concession has been treated as if it 
Was a very serious one, and one which 
will do serious damage to the Bill, but I 
do not think that will be looked upon 
as the effect of it. It gives the magis- 
trates full control over any new houses 
that are started, and it recognises no 
vested interest whatever in the house, 
but only the fact that the present holder 
of the licence, so long as he himself con- 
tinues to hold it and occupies the house, 
shall be able to get the licence on the 
same terms as he did previously. 
Lord Belper, 
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There are other clauses in this Bill 
with which I will not trouble your 
Lordships. There are clauses which deal 
in great detail with questions connected 
with licensing. One of these clauses 
alters the date of the licensing meeting; 
and there are other clauses which deal 
with notices, and the time which shall 
elapse between the different stages, 
These clauses may have to be considered 
further before they become law, but the 
only one to which I will now refer 
is Clause 16, which deals with occasional 
licences. At present, the application for 
these licences may be made before a 
single Justice, and it is felt to be a great 
scandal, where Justices in Sessions have 
taken a great deal of care with regard 
to the issuing of licences, that a single 
Justice should have sole control in the case 
of occasional licences. ThisClause provides 
that an occasional licence shall not be 
granted except with the consent of a 
Petty Sessional Court, provided that 
where there is no sitting of a Petty 
Sessional Court within seven days of the 
time when the licence is required, the 
consent may be given by any two 
Justices acting for the division and 
sitting together, but only after proper 
notices have been given with regard to 
the application. Clause 11 removes the 
disqualification of Justices interested in 
railways, and Clause 12 deals with the 
disqualification of Justices’ clerks. Both 
provisions were in the Bill which passed 
your Lordships’ House last year, and 
the one removing the disqualification of 
magistrates who are interested in rail- 
ways has been repeatedly before you, 
and has always received unanimous 
approval. Clause 12 enacts that no 
solicitor or other person being a clerk ot 
licensing Justices shall, by himself, his 
partner, or clerk, as solicitor or agent for 
any person, conduct or act in any appli- 
cation for or in respect of a licence or 
any other proceedings whatsoever under 
the Licensing Acts, except so far as 
relates to the preparation of notices or 
forms, and | do not think that is a very 
controversial point. I am quite aware 
that this Clause does not go so far as 
some of your Lordships would like to 
see it go. Its provisions are not so wide 
as some of the recommendations that 
were made in the Report of the Commis- 


sion, but the matter has been carefully 
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considered by the Home Secretary and| who chooses to pay a very small fee. 
in the other House, and it is thought | Under that provision you will get all 
that, in this present form, the Clause| these clubs on the register, and you 
hits a most substantial part of the evil. | will have a knowledge of the way their 
At any rate, the provision goes as far as| business is conducted, their rules, the 
the Home Secretary thinks it is desir-| number of members, the terms of sub- 
able to go in this matter. I do not| scription, the rules governing entrance, 
think I need say any more with regard| and also the hours of opening and 
tothe second part of the Bill. closing, and other matters of that sort. 
But the whole point turns on Clause 
which I must ask your Lordships’ | 26, which provides that, where a club 
attention for a few minutes. It has| has been registered in pursuance of this 
reference to the question of clubs. | Act, a Court of summary jurisdiction, 
Whilst it is admitted that there is an | 0m complaint in writing by any person, 
emormous number of clubs in this|™4y make an order directing the club 
country which are properly conducted | to be struck off the register on all, or 
and very desirable institutions in them- | @2y of the following grounds, namely— 
selves, and which, perhaps, have had the 
result rather of diminishing drunkenness ip 
e; or 

than the reverse, there are some clubs | (4) That it is not conducted in good faith 
which are open to very strong objec- | as a club, or that it is kept, or habitually used 
tion. For instance, it has been asserted | for any unlawful purpose ; or 
that ofttimes when a licensed victualler | (c) Phat there is frequent drunkenness on 
i ES a ae ¥ . | the club premises ; or 
has forfeited his licence for some MuUS- | (d) That illegal sales of intoxicating liquor 
conduct he at once opens a club, which | have taken place on the club premises ; or 
is practically a bogus club, to which he (¢) That persons are habitually admitted to 
a - we ld aah ne) a} | the privileges of the club who are not members, 
weicomes Ss 0 customers, and 1M) oy entitied under the rules of the club to the 
regard to which there is no possibility of | privileges of members ; or 

ealing wi il rrea any of f) That the club occupies premises in respec 
aling with him. A great many of| (/) That the clul pies ] pect 


. : f which, within twelve months next preceding 
ese clubs are kept open for oral | ° we ; 4 re aparece 
these _ S ~ pen for Immoral | the formation of the club, a licence has been 


and illegal purposes, and it was recos- | forfeited, or the renewal of a licence has been 
nised by the Minority Report of the| refused, or in respeet of which an order has 
Roval Commission. which dealt with this | been made that they shall not be used for the 
matter at some “he ath. that it was|?@2" of a club; or 
matter Bas some ftengtn, that It was (g) That persons are habitually adinitted as 
extremely desirable to have a system of | members without an interval of at least forty- 
registration of clubs. The principle of | eight hours between the nomination and ad- 
this part of the Bill is that every club | Mission of members; or 
; ‘ ee . : : (hk) That the supply of intoxieating liquor 
where liquor a provided for the mem- | to the club is not under the contro! of the 
bers should be compelled to register, | members or the committee appointed by the 
and that if a club without registering | members. 
provides liquor for its members then it | That Clause ought to be, and I believe 
shall be subject to very stringent fines | it will be, sufficiently strong to ensure 
and penalties which will practically put | all clubs being properly conducted, and 
a stop to anything of that sort going on. | also to ensure their being struck off the 
The effect of these clauses—Clauses 22/ register where offences are committed. 
and 23—is that every club, good, bad,| This method of dealing with clubs is 
and indifferent, will be put upon the|somewhat different from that recom- 
register. That is the prineiple on which | mended by the Minority Report of the 
the clauses aredrawn. It islaiddown that | Royal Commission, which was to the 
the register shall be in a form prescribed | effect that clubs should not be placed on 
by the Secretary of State, and that it shall | the register unless they conformed to 
be obligatory on the part of a secretary | certain conditions. It does seem to me 
ofa club to forward all the particulars | that such a course would be rather in 
required for the purpose of registration.|the nature of licensing clubs. The 
The register will be open at all reason-| object of the Home Secretary, however, 
able hours for inspection by an inspector | is by this Bill to get every club on the 
or superintendent of police, or an Inland | register, and, if complaint is made 
Revenue officer, or any other person | against them, that complaint will be 
’ . bs 5 





But there remains another part to 


(a) That the club has ceased to exist, or that 
the number of members is less than twenty- 
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dealt with judicially, and by a judicial 
authority. In addition to this, there 
is also the power of search, if there is 
reasonable ground for supposing that 
a club is improperly managed, and with 
that safeguard I think the system will 
ensure, at all events, that bogus clubs 
will cease to exist. The Bill will cer- 
tainly not interfere in any way with the 
management of good clubs—the clubs 
used by your Lordships in the West End, 
as well as the properly-conducted work- 
men's clubs throughout the country. 

I hope I have said sufficient to make 
the measure intelligible to the House, and 
that I have been successful in commend- 
ing it to your Lordships’ favourable 
consideration. No doubt many of your 
Lordships would have liked the Bill to 
deal with a large number of other 
questions. I will not enter into the 
policy of that. All I will say is, that 
this Bill has gone through all its stages 
in the other House, and has come up to 
your Lordships at a reasonable time, when 
we can give it fair consideration, and that 
if the Bill had dealt with a number of those 
thorny questions which not only create 
great difference of opinion in the country, 
but which divided the Commission by a 
very prominent dividing line, I doubt, 
whether there would have been any 
prospect of passing it in a single session, 
even with an Autumn session tacked on. 
Though this Bill does not contain 
provisions of this sort, yet it is not a 
small measure. It is an important 
Bill, and one which I believe will deal 
in a very effective and far-reaching way 
with a number of questions which, for a 
very long time, have attracted the atten- 
tion of Parliament and which are of the 
greatest importance so far as licensing 
reform is concerned. I ask your Lord- 
ships to give the Bill that sympathetic 
consideration which it has received iu 
the other House, and, if your Lordships 
do that, I feel confident that a useful 
Amendment of the law will be placed on 
the Statute Book. 

Moved, That the Bill be 
2". —(Lerd Belper.) 

*Tue Lorp BisHor oF; WINCHESTER : 
My Lords, I fear I must plead guilty to 
having intruded perhaps too frequently 
during the past two or three years in 
discussions on this subject, but my 
excuse must be that there is no matter 

Lord Belper. 
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of practical politics in the discussion of 
which it is more appropriate for those 
who sit on the Episcopal Bench to take 
part. I wish to express my appreciation 
and thanks to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for the thorough-going endea. 
vour they have made in their Bill to 
deal with some parts of this great 
and complicated question. I can speak 
as one who knows the difficulties of the 
problem, and I can perhaps appreciate 
better thansomeof your Lordships at their 
true value the efforts, deserving of all 
praise, made by the Home Secretary 
in the other House when dealing with 


this subject. More than two years 
have passed since in this House | 
moved that it was desirable that 
legislative effect should he given to 


the Report of the 
Royal Commission on which all its 
members were agreed. That Motion 
did not meet with full acceptance at 
the time, and I ventured the following 
year to introduce three small Bills 
dealing each of them with one part of 
the subject which the larger measure of 
the Government deals with today. Those 
Bills dealt with three subjects—the first 
related to habitual drunkards, the second 
to the qualification of licensing authori 
ties, and the thirdto that most unmiti- 
gated of all shams—the bond fide traveller. 
The first of these Bills reappears 
practically in the present measure, 
and the second Bill has been largely, 
though not wholly, incorporated in 
the Bill now before the House, whilst 
certain other departments of _ the 
subject, with which I, as a private Mem- 
ber, could not adequately deal, have 
been grappled with by the Home Office, 
which, in the first place, has fuller infor- 
mation at its command, and, in the 
second place, has machinery for making 
the provisions of such a Bill clear and 
effective. The third Bill which | intro 
duced had reference to the oni fide 
traveller, and | am sorry to say that it 
perished in this House, but I hope that 
it may be possible at some future time 
to revive it, as I am convinced that the 
question is a much larger one than many 
of ycur Lordships who voted against the 
Bill supposed. 

Of the first thirteen Clauses of this 


Bill, I find that ten are taken from 
the measures which were introduced last 


those portions of 
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Cd 


year, and I need not therefore express 
the approval which I entertain of the 
provisions therein made. Then we 
pass to other subjects which could, I 
think, only have been effectively dealt 
with by His Majesty's Government, 
and some of which have been dealt with 
very effectively in the Bill now before 
the House. The question of clubs 
seems to me to have been thoroughly 
well handled, and, as far as I am able 
to judge, the proposals which the Bill 
contains are in every way deserving of 
acceptance by your Lordships. They do 
not correspond exactly with the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission, but 
they deal with the subject in a way 
which I believe to be more satisfactory 
than that recommended either in the 
Majority or Minority Report. I am not able, 
however, to congratulate the Government 
so cordialiv as to their treatment of 
grocers’ licences. It does seem to me that a 
goo proposition and a good Clause has 
been marred in the last resort by the 
insertion of a provision which will not 
merely hinder what has been proposed 
from becoming effective, but will establish 
anew set of people with a vested interest 
which may hereafter turn out to be the 
cause of great difficulty when the time 
arrives to deal with the question. The 
subject calls for serious attention, and | 
have reason to believe that Amendments 
will be moved in Committee. I will not go 
into the details of those Amendments now, 
but I am certain that the matter ought 
to he thoroughly thrashed out before the 
Bill is passed into law. Another pro- 
vision which calls for notice is the protec- 
tion afforded to a husband as against an 
inebriate wife. That was an addition 
brought in by the Government to the 
proposals contained in the original Bill 
which I introduced a year ago. We con- 
fined the provision at that time to an 
endeavour to protect the wife against the 
husband without endeavouring to protect | 
the husband against the wife. The subject 
isa most difficult one, and it is excessively | 
hard to steer the right course among] 
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who have been turned out from their 
husbands’ homes without any means of 
supporting themselves, and who may be 
unable to obtain from their husbands 
the money which the law compels them 
to pay. The subject is an intricate and 
perplexing one, and though I think the 
conclusion arrived at is tke right one, 
I am not prepared to say so without 
some hesitation and doubt. 


From this Bill has disappeared the 
provision we tried to carry into law 
last vear with regard to the disqualifica- 
tion of members of Watch Committees 
who are interested in the liquor trade. 
There, again, we have to deal with a most 
difficult subject. Primu favie it seems clear 
that the disqualifications «hich render 
a magistrate incompetent to sit as a 
licensing authority if he is interested in 
the liquortrade oughtequally to disqualify 
him from serving on a Watch Committee, 
and controlling the police in their deal- 
ings with public houses. I think it ric ht, 
however, to say that, having considered 
the matter in great detail, I have come 
to the conclusion that I was mistaken 
in thinking last year that legislation to 
that effect was practically possible with- 
out unfairness. I believe that the decision 
which His Majesty's Government has 
come to on that point is the right one, 
and that, though desirable, it is imprac- 
ticable to introduce the provisions | 
formerly desired. There are several 
small points in the Bill upon which I pro- 
pose to suggest some Amendments, but 
none of them:are very formidable. When 
the time comes, I shall be prepared to 
defend them. I would merely say, in con- 
clusion, that I hope that the Govern- 
ment, encouraged by the success which 
has attended this brave and _ persistent 
endeavour to grapple with our ditticulties, 
will go a little further still, and endeavour 
to do what is urgently required, namely, 
to consolidate the law upon the whole 
subject. We want to prevent its being 
necessary, as itisnow, forany one concerned 
in the administration of licences to plod 


the various shoals with which it is sur-| through statute after statute, which seem 


rounded. 
the decision at which the Government) 
has arrived, and which is embodied in this 
Bill, is the right one, though it is with 
some hesitation that I arrive at that con- 
clusion ; for we may run the risk of a 
great peril by turning loose on the 
world a large number of inebriate women 


I believe that on the whole| to the uninitiated to be almost con- 


tradictory in themselves, and which 
require an expert hand to reduce them 
into shapeand form, Meanwhile, I desire 
to tender my cordial thanks to the Govern- 
ment for the successful endeavour which 
has been made to deal with one of the 
thorniest questions in English politics. 
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THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, the noble Lord who moved the 
Second Reading of this Bill said he 
believed there were many noble Lords 
who desired to see moderate and sensible 
licensing reforms. I agree with him. I 
believe there are many persons, not | 
merely in your Lordships’ House, but 
throughout the country, who are strongly 
of opinion that real improvements in the 
licensing laws must be made. I am glad 
to be able to congratulate His Majesty's 
Government on this Bill. It is, truly, 
not an ambitious Bill, but it deals with 
a number of practical questions, some of 
small, and others of greater importance, 
in a way likely to produce a considerable 
effect on the administration of the law. 
The noble Lord rather apologised, at the | 
end of his speech, for the Bill not dealing 
with more subjects. 





Lorp BELPER: I did not apologise 
on that ground. [ said I thought that | 
perhaps there were some Members who | 
would like to see the Billdeal with more | 
subjects than it does. 


and it gives the justices complete control 
over retail off-licences. As the Clause 
originally stood it was a good Clause, 
but it is now provided in Sub-section 
4 that all existing persons who hold 
these licences are to have a life 
interest in them. I believe there are 
some 11,000 of these licences existing, 
and the result will be that magistrates 
will have no power over any of these 
off-licences except the new ones. That 
Clause creates a vested interest in the 
person holding the licence, although it 
does not create a vested interest in the 
house, and the justices will be unable 
to deal with any of the persons except 
on certain understood conditions. I 
desire to know why the Clause was 
altered after the Bill had passed the 
Second Reading and the Committee 
stages, and why the Home Secretary at 
the last moment accepted an Amend- 
ment which practically puts off the 
working of the Clause for twenty years. 
The noble Lord alluded to a precedent 


| for that in the case of what are called 


| the anti-1869 beer-houses. In the year 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: [| 
agree that the number of questions | 
already dealt with is so large that it | 
would be unwise to endeavour to intro- | 
duce any more subjects into the Bill, | 
which might possibly wreck it. I hope, | 
however, that the noble Lord will not | 
relax his energies in the future. There | 
are many burning questions which are | 
wisely left to the last, but which will 
require some solution. The Bill consists 
of three parts. I consider that it would 
be ditticult to add much more to Part I. | 
of the Bill, which deals with drunken- | 
ness, but it is possible that some objec- | 
tion may be taken to Clause 4+, which | 
provides that where a licensed person is 
charged with permitting drunkenness on | 
his premises, and itis proved that any | 
person was drunk on his premises, it 
shall lie on the licensed person to prove 
that he and the persons employed by him | 
took all reasonable steps for preventing 
drunkenness on the premises. I believe 
that to be a very necessary and very 
useful Clause. Some exception may 
also be taken to Clause 9 in Part IL, 
relating to the power of the justices as | 
to retail and off-licences. That is the | 
only Clause in which there is at allan im- | 
portant alteration of the law of licensing, 


1869 a law was passed giving magistrates 
authority over all licences with the 
exception of the then existing beer 
licences. What has been the result? 
At the present time there are some 
35,000 of the licences in existence, and 
when the magistrates will obtain any 
right or discretion to deal with them 
goodness only knows. When we come 


| to the Committee stage, I shall venture 


to submit an Amendment to leave out 
Sub-section 4 of Clause 9. The question 
is, after all, has the Government any 
confidence in licensing authorities? If 
they believe that the licensing authorities 
are going to act in a tyrannical and 
unjust manner, why do they make a 
Clause giving them a nominal power 
which is absolutely taken away for 
practical purposes by a proviso which 
has been added? I shall certainly ask 
your Lordships to reject that proviso. I 
am glad that the Government had 
dealt so thoroughly with the question 
of the registration of clubs. When | 
read that part of the Bill it did seem 
to me that some means might be 
devised to prevent an objectionable 
club being put on the register. That, 
however, is a matter of detail on which 
I cannot say I feel very strongly. I 
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thank the Government for the Bill, 
because | believe it is a good Bill, and 
pr weeds on right lines. They have taken 
up questions about which there is a 
general harmony of opinion, and have 
proceeded to deal with them thoroughly. 
That is a course which has been suggested 
several times to the Government, and | 
am glad they have taken that mode, 
which I am sure they will find successful, 
of dealing with the question. 


Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, having 
introduced a Licensing Amendment Bill 
myself last year, perhaps I may also be 
allowed to express my satisfaction that 


His Majesty’s Government have dealt 
with this great subject this year. I con- 


fess that the Bill which I introduced last 
year, and which was read a first time 

I never asked your Lordships to read it 
a second time—did not, as this Bill un- 
doubtedly does, follow the line of least 
resistance. As well as dealing with the 
registration of clubs, which I am glad to 
see is part of this Bill, my Bill raised one 
or two highly controversial points, such 
as the constitution of licensing authorities 
and the diminution of licences. The 
Government, in the present Bill, have 
taken those points on which there is no 
great difference of opinion, and I confess 
they are likely to accomplish much more 
than I could have hoped to do with my 
Bill. There is one point on which | 
venture to think an Amendment, if 
introduced, might improve the Bill, and 
that is in regard to the obligation in 
Clause + now laid upon the licence 
holder to prove that he and the persons in 
his employ took all reasonable steps to pre- 
vent drunkenness. I venture to think that 
the Clause might be improved by enacting 
in some way that there should be a 
regulation ordering the police, if they see 
a drunken person about, to enter licensed 
premises, to warn the licence holder. 1 
do not suggest for a moment that it is 
the intention to lay traps for publicans, 
but f think it ought clearly to be under- 
stood that it is the duty of a constable, 
if he a crime is about to be 
conunitted or likely to be committed, to 
do what he can to prevent it, and not to 
be content with bringing the offender to 
justice. [ will, therefore, venture to move 
the insertion of a Clause which will have 
that effect. The importance of this was, 
I may mention, recognised by evidence 
given before the Royal Commission by 
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Mr. De Rutzen, who stated, in answer 
to a question, that he could not think 
that anything would be productive of 
greater assistance to the licence holder, or 
of greater protection to the public, than 
for a policeman, in all cases where he 
saw a man staggering into a public 
house, to give the licence holder infor- 
mation to that effect. With regard to 
the Bill as a whole, I am extremely glad 
that the Government have introduced 
it, and that they have also been able to 
pass it through the other House at a 
time when it can be dealt with without 
hurry by your Lordships. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I have 
still the same objection that I had last 
year to Clause 4, which deals with the 
burden of proof in case of drunkenness 
on licensed premises. I do not like the 
Clause as it now stands, although it may 
be very much improved by adopting the 
suggestion made by the noble Lord who 
has just sat down. ‘Then, with regard 
to off-licences, I entirely sympathise with 
what was said by Lord Camperdown. I 
do not like the idea of a vested interest in 
the present off-licences, for it will create 
some difficulty. I am glad to see the 
Clause which proposes to give magistrates 
greater power over public houses. With 
regard to Clause 16, I find that in 
future all occasional licences are to be 
applied for at petty sessions, except that 
when no petty sessional court is to be 
held within seven days they can be 
obtained from two magistrates. I quite 
agree that it is far better that the licences 
should be signed by two magistrates 
rather than by only one, but the Clause 
may prove a hardship in country districts. 
In the case of all ordinary occasional 
licences for fairs and events ot that public 
character, the publican as a rule makes 
the application at petty sessions, but in 
the case, jor instance, of cricket matches 
suddenly arranged he could not know of 
the event long beforehand. It would be 
very hard if licences could not be obtained 
because a petty sessional court would be 
held within seven days of the application. 
For instance, if there was a_ petty 
sessional court next Monday, it would 
be impossible for a man to get an occa- 
sional licence from two magistrates for 
next Saturday. That is how I read the 
Clause, but I shall be glad to find that it 
is not so. I heartily congratulate the 
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Government upon bringing in the Bill. 
It will, I am sure, prove a very valuable 
measure, and I sincerely trust, with the 
noble Lord who moved the Second 
Reading, that no attempt will be made 
te overload it, and in that way prevent 
its passing into law this session. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, like 
other noble Lords who have spoken in 
this short debate, I have taken part on 
previous occasions in discussions upon this 
important subject, and I think it is due 
from me, having criticised His Majesty’s 
Government for not having legislated 
upon this question, that I should express 
my gratification at the way in which 
the Government have dealt with it in 
this Bill. I also congratulate the right 
Rev. Prelate upon the success of his 
efforts, because, as he told the House, the 
greater part of the Clauses in the Govern- 
ment Bill now before the House came 
irom his proposals. That, I think, is very 
satisfactory. This Bill, no doubt, cannot 
be called an heroic Bill, and some of us 
would have preferred legislation that 
went farther. But, at the same time, 
I think it is a very useful Bill, and we 
must rejoice that it has been intro- 
duced and carried through the other 
House. I shall not say much _ to-day 
as to the details of the Bill. I quite 
agree with what has been said with 
regard to the Clause dealing with off- 
licenses. I would have preferred the 
Clause as it was first introduced, and 
before the Amendment was putin. At 
the same time we must keep an open 
mind on the subject, and I think my 
noble friend Lord Camperdown rather 
exaggerated the difficulties which would 
have to be faced. I think the magis- 
trates have considerably more power 
with regard to refusing or not renewing 
licences than the noble Earl has sug- 
gested. That is a most important part 
of the Bill and will have to be fully 
I should like to see the 
provision with regard to the petty 
sessional clerks extended. I regret 
that nothing has been done with respect 
to the point raised by the Royal Com- 
mission as to persons interested in the 
liquor trade sitting upon Watch Com- 


considered. 


mittees. I know there are difliculties in | 
the way, but I think they ought to have | 


Loi d The neage. 
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been overcome. When the Bill is in Com. 
mittee, further discussion may be raised 
upon some of the points that have been 
alludedto. I sincerely hope that the Bill 
will pass its Second Reading tonight, and 
that when it reaches the Committee stage 
all these matters will receive more 
consideration. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2a, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


LABOUR BUREAUX (LONDON) BILL. 
Bill read 3a. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 3, page 1, line 14, after ‘ employ- 
ment’ to insert‘ Borough Councils shall not 
require that persons employed in the manage- 
ment of these bureaux, or persons seeking 
employment through the said bureaux, shall be 
members of a trade union.’?”—(7he Earl af 
Wemyss.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I am afraid 
that trade unions have a rather irritating 
effect upon my noble friend. I can 
assure him that, so far as this Bill is 
concerned, if such a restriction as he 
wishes to guard against were placed on 
the action of the bureaux, they would 
have nobody or very few people to deal 
with at all. The bureaux will chiefly 
deal with people who do not belong to 
trades unions, and in my judgment the 
Amendment is absolutely supertiuous and 
unnecessary. 

THE Earn or WEMYSS: I under- 
stood you were going to accept it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I look upon 
the words contained in the Amendment 
as pure surplusage, but if the Government 
have no objection to the Amendment, 
personally I do not mind its insertion. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (The Earl of Dub ey): 
Lord Kenyon, who represents the 
Local Government Board in _ this 
House, is unable to be present to-day, 
and | have been asked to express the 
hope that is entertained by that Depart- 
ment that the noble Lord opposite will 
not accept the Amendment. I agree 


| with what the noble Lord has said, that 


if these bureaux are used at all they 
will be used by men who are not 
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connected with trade unions, for trade 


unions have their own means of informa- | 


tion. The labouring men who use 
bureaux of this kind are of the casual 
cass, and it is, therefore, inconceivable 
that any Borough Council would impose 
arestriction of the kind contemplated 
by the noble Lord. With regard to 
the men employed to carry on and 
supervise the bureaux, | am informed 
that the Amendment would be perfectly 
ineffectual, because it is obvious that 
if a majority of a Borough Council 
desire to appoint as manager of a 
bureau a trade unionist, they can do 
so perfectly well without openly requir- 
ing him to be anything at all. I agree 
with my noble friend opposite that it 
is not wise to restrict the discretion 
of Borough Councils in this matter, and 
I think!we might with perfect safety 
leave the matter in their hands. 


THe Ear, or WEMYSS: After what 
has been said I will not press my 


Amendment, which, I may say, I 
brought forward in the interests of 


the majority of working men. To 
every working man who belongs to a 
trade union there are nine who do not 
belong to any union at all. If the 
influence of trade unions upon Borough 
Councils should be such as I fear it 
may be, the adoption of the Amend- 
ment would prevent what would then 
be an admitted evil. 

Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Bill passed. 


UNIVERSITY OF WALES (GRADUATES) 


BILL. 
Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 


minutes past Six o'clock, 


till Tomorrow, a 
past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 


Monday, VAth J 


uly, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the eleck.: 


{14 JuLy 1902} 


quarter 


Bill Business. 98 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY 
POWERS) BILL, 
NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


(GENERAL 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and 
without Amendment. 


passed, 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]}. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 
[Lorps}. 


A Clause 
Bill to be 


As amended, considered ; 
added; Amendments made; 
read the third time. 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL. 
WAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
PICCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST 
LONDON RAILWAY BILL [Lorps}. 
Second Reading postponed by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means under 
Order [1st May] till Wednesday, at the 

Evening Sitting. 


BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], ETC. 
Ordered, That in the case of the 
Motions for Instructions to the Com- 
mittees on the Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill [Lords], the 
Brompton and Piccadilly Cireus Rail- 
way (New Lines, ete.) Bill [Lords], the 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway (No. 1 and No. 3) Bill | Lords}, 
the Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway (No. 2) Bill {Lords}, the 
Great Northern and Strand Railway 
Bill { Lords], and the North-West London 
Railway Bill [Lords], Standing Order 
207 be suspended, and that the 
Instructions, if moved, be allowed to 
proceed although opposed.—(7ii Chair- 

wan of Ways and Means). 





LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC 
BILL [Lorps], ETC. 


RAILWAYS 


Ordered, That in the case of the 
Motions for Instructions to the Com- 
mitteeS on tne ‘Dendon, Taited Electric 


Railvwys BU [Cords], aud the Piccadilly, 








(COM 


City, and North-East London Railway 
Bill [Lords], Standing Order 207 be 
suspended, and that the Instructions, 
if moved, be allowed to proceed although 
opposed.—(Zhe Chairman of Ways and 
Means). 
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PROVISIONAL 
(BARNES, 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
ETC.) BILL [Lorps]}. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 

Amendments. 


GLASGOW 
RAILWAY 
BILL. 
Considered ; to be read the third time 

upon Wednesday. 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
No. 2) BILL [Lorps]}. 
Read a seeond time, and committed. 
WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 


| LORDS}. 


SOUTH WESTERN 
CONFIRMATION 


AND 
ORDER 


The Chairman of Ways and Means, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. 83 
relating to Private Bills, informed the 
House that, in his opinion the Whit- 
stable Improvement Bill [Lords], though 
unopposed, ought to be treated as an 
opposed Private Bill. 

DEVONPORT CORPORATION (WATER) 

BILL [Lorps}. 

Reported, with Amendments; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [| Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be 
tomorrow. 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP M). 

Sir JaMes WooptHouseE reported from 
the Committee on Group M of Private 
sills: That, there being no further 
business ready for the consideration of 
the Cominittee, they had adjourned 
until Tuesday, 22nd July, at half-past 


Twelve of the clock. 


considered 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Loeal Government Provisicnal Orders 


(No. 2) Bill; ; 


MONS! Bill Business. 100 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill, 

Chard Gas _ Bill, 

ment, 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill, 

Salford Corporation Bill, 

Caledonian Railway Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘*An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Bermondsey (Ex- 
tension), Stoke Newington, and Wool- 
wich.” [Electric Lighting Provisional 
O:ders (No. 8) Bill (Lords. ] 

Also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confirm a certain Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Society of Accountants in Aberdeen.” 
{ Aberdeen Accountants Order Confirma- 
tion Bill (Lords). | 

And also a_ Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to confirm a Provisional Order under 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow 
Corporation (Gas, ete.).” {Glasgow Cor- 
poration (Gas, ete.) Order Confirmation 
Bill (Lords). | 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. | Bill 274.] 

LOCAL ete. <a (SCOTAND) 


without Amend- 


“To make further provision for Local 
Government in counties in Scotland; 
and for other purposes,” presented by 
Mr. Maxwell, under Standing Order No. 
31; supported by Mr. Nicol, Mr. Crombie, 
Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Hozier, and Mr. 
tenshaw ; to be reada second time upon 
Monday, 4th August, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 272.] 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES (BILLS IN 
PARLIAMENT) BILL. 

“To amend The Local Government 
Act, 1888, by empowering County 
Councils to promote Bills in Parliament, 
and to amend the Borough Funds Act, 
72,” presented by Mr. Long, under 
Standing Order No. 31; to be read a 
:s¢eord time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bills 273.] 





101 


Pe 
for 1 
the ‘ 


Pe 
of gr 


EDU 


Pe 
on-T 
Sutt 


EDU 


Pe 
wort. 
ing ; 
upon 

E 

Pe 
lie u 
HON 


Pet 
to lie 


Pe 
dress 
Tabl 


LC 


Pe 
to lie 


M 


Pe 
upon 


Ac 
Inter 
Secu 
Com! 
Nati 
Offic 
VOL 


100 


lers 


ict 
ler 


he 


an 





Questions. 


PETITIONS. 


AMEEROON, SRI, AND OTHERS. 
Petition of Sri Ameeroon and others, 


101 


for redress of grievances; to lie upon. printed. 


the Table. 


BAKHSH, KAHI. 


Petition of Kahi Bakhsh, for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: From Neweastle- 


on-Tyne; Dundee; Hull (three); and 
Sutton-on-Hull; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BLLL. 


Petitions for alteration: From Huns- 
worth; Chipping Norton; Miles Platt- 
ing; Ripley; and Exeter (two); to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


{14 Juty 1902} 
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| ended 3lst December, 1901, and of the 


Fund for the Banks for Savings and 


the Fund for Friendly Societies for the 


year ended 24th November, 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
[No. 268.] 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


‘dated 8th July, 1902, declaring that 


Spencer James, post office sorting clerk, 


| Exeter, was appointed without a Civil 


Service Certificate through inadvertence 


on the part of the Head of his Depart- 


ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SEWAGE DISPOSAL (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of second Report of 
the Commissioners appointed to inquire 
and report what methods of treating 
and disposing of sewage may properly 
be adopted [by Command]; to lie upon 


the Table. 


Petition from Paisley, in favour; to_ 


lie upon the Table. 
HONORARY FREEDOM OF BOROUGHS 
EXTENSION BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


KISHORE, JUGAL. 


Petition of Jugal Kishore, for re- 
dress of grievances; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lorps]. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 11th July, Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 269.] 


LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 1901-2. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 23rdJune, Mr. Grant Lawson) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 270.] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report No. 
256 (Falkland Islands, Annual Report 
for 1901) [by Command]; to lie upon 


| the Table, 


Petition from Witham, against ; to lie’ 
/Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 


upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 


SOCIETIES. 
Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the 


Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt to the credit of the Post 
Office Savings Banks Fund for the year 


VOL. CX! [FoURTH SERIES. | 


(2847 to 2850 [by Comms: 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


d}; to lie 


, upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
African Protectorates—Imperial Grants. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): To ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs what sums 

E 








103 Questions. 


have been paid out of the National Ex- | 


Chequer by way of Grants in aid or 


otherwise to the Protectorates of Somali-_ 


land, British Central Africa, East Africa, 
and Uganda (including in the latter the 
railway therein), respectively, during the 
financial year ended 31st March, 1902. 


( Answer.) 
several Protectorates are respectively as 
follows: Somaliland, £60,000; British 
Central Africa, £50,000; East Africa 
Protectorate, £93,000 ; Uganda, £172,000. 
It is impossible to separate the expendi- 
ture on account of that part of the 
railway which wasin Uganda from the 
expenditure on account of the part in 
East Africa; but for the whole railway 
the sums advanced during the period in 
question to meet expenditure under the 
Uganda Railway Acts amount to 
£870,000. I may add, in order to avoid 
misapprehension, that since the beginuing 
of this year the boundary between the 
two Protectorates has been moved, so 
that the railway now lies wholly in East 
Africa.—( Foreign Office.) 

African Protectorates—Comparative 

Trade Statistics. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what were the figures of imports and 
exports for the financial years ending 
31st March, 1901 and 1902, for the Pro- 
tectorates of Somaliland, British Central 
Africa, East Africa, and Uganda, dis- 
tinguishing in each case, so far as may 
be, figures arising from administration 
or construction of public works and those 
due to natural trade ; and what propor- 
tion of the import and export figures 
arise from trade with the British Isles on 
the one hand, and other countries on 
the other. 


(Answer). The fullest figures avail- 
able are for the year ending 31st 
December, 1901. The imports and ex- 
ports of the East Africa Protectorate and 
Uganda are taken together, as there is 
but one Customs Department for the 
two Protectorates. East Africa Protec- 


torate and Uganda: total imports, 
£946,800. Natural imports (that. is, 
excluding administration and_ public 


works imports, but including specie 
amounting to £170,000), £585,000, of 
which there came from the United 


{COMMONS} 


The grants in aid of the’ 
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Kingdom £123,000, and from India 
£312,000 (including all the specie), 
Total exports, £115,180. Practically all 
are consigned to Zanzibar or Aden, and 
it is impossible to ascertain the ultimate 
destination. British Central Africa: 
total imports, £186,000. Natural im- 
ports, 173,260, of which there came from 
the United Kingdom £136,260, and 
from India £4,000 (assuming none of the 
administration impor<s came from India). 
Total exports, £45,000, of which there 
was exported to the United Kingdom 
£32,000. Somaliland: In this case the 
figures are for the year ending 3st 
March, 1901. Natural imports, £394,000, 
Total exports, £364,000. Practically the 
whole trade is with Aden, and it is im. 
possible to ascertain the ultimate origin 
or destination.—(Foreign Office.) 


China—Evacuation of Tientsin by the 
Powers. 

Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Chinese Govern- 
ment has appealed to the United States 
to use its good offices with the six 
Powers in reference to the proposed 
conditions for the evacuation of Tientsin; 
and whether the Government of the 
Uuited States has made any communica- 
tion to His Majesty’s Government upon 
the subject. 


(Answer.) His Majesty’s Government 
are not aware that the Chinese Govern- 
ment have made such an appeal to the 
United States Government. The latter 
have addressed no communication to 
His Majesty's Government on _ the 
subject.—(Foreign Office.) 


Foreign Trawlers in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross, and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord Advocate, if he willstate when 
the Return relative to Foreign Trawlers 
in the Moray Firth, which was granted 
in March last, will be issued. 


(Answer.) The Return referred to by 
the hon. Member was presented to the 
House on the 2lst April last, and 
ordered to lie upon the Table, The 
question of printing lies between the 
hon. Member and the authorities of the 
House.—(Scottish Office.) 
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Glasgow Licensing Court—Public Money 
spent on Refreshments. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 


E.): To ask the Lord Advocate, whether 
he is aware that at the recent sitting of 
the licensing court in Glasgow, composed 
of fourteen magistrates, refreshments at 
the cost of the ratepayers of over £260 
were consumed during the sitting ; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of introducing a short Bill to prevent the 
use of public money on similar occasions. 


(Answer.) I am informed that a sum 
of £233 8s. 6d. was expended. It is 
fair to state that this sum was distri- 
buted over a period of seventeen days 
for the benefit of the magistrates, coun- 
sel and officials attending. I express no 
opinion as to whether or not such a 
charge upon the rates is legal as a 
necessary outlay incurred in the ex- 


eution of the Licensing Acts. That is a 
matter which can be settled at the 


instance of any of the ratepayers in the 
proper court. The answer to the last 
paragraph of the Question is, therefore, 
in the negative.—(Scottish Office.) 


Postmen’s Summer Uniform and 
eadgear. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): To ask the Seeretary to the 
Treasury, representing the  Post- 
master General, whether he will consider 
the advisability of providing postmen 
with lighter clothing and headgear during 
the present hot weather. 


as 


(.Juswer.) Postmen are already sup- 
plied with serge uniform for summer 
wear, Which is made as light as possible 
having regard to the hard usage that it 
has to bear; and London postmen are 
provided with a light summer shako. 
All postmen are allowed to provide 
themselves with straw hats to wear on 
exceptionally hot days, and it is not 
considered that anything more is 
necessary.—(DPost Office.) 


Central Telegraph Office—Senior 
Telegraphists’ Grievances. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the force of 
senior telegraphists attached to the cable 
room, Central Telegraph Office, has | 
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been reduced from thirty-one in 1898 
to twenty-six; that, owing to the lack 
of officers of the proper rank, super- 
vising and senior duties are developed 
upon officers of lower grades ; and that 
important duties, which in the inland 
divisions are performed by assistant 
superintendents, or at least by seniors, 
are in the cable room performed by 
officers below senior rank; and will he 
say whether representations made during 
the past two years by the officers con- 
cerned have as yet received consideration. 


(Answer.) The force of senior tele- 
graphists employed in the cable room 
of the Central Telegraph Office in June, 
1898 was thirty-one, and the number, 
now is twenty-seven. Members of the 
general body of telegraphists are not 
employed on supervising duties in the 
cable room. Some of them are, however, 
engaged at times on duties which may 
perhaps be regarded as more important 
than those usually performed by the 
general body. The representations on 
the subject made by the staff have 
received due consideration, and a 
memorial is about to be answered by 
the Postmaster General.—(/’ost (ffice.) 


Civil Service—Assistant Clerks 
(Abstractor Class). 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, whether it is under considera- 
tion to improve the commencing salary 
and increment of the junior assistant 
clerks (abstractor class); and to what 
extent, if any, the position of the senior 
assistant clerks (abstractor class) may be 


affected thereby. 


(Answer.) A scheme has been ap- 
proved, and will shortly be communi- 
cated to the Departments, improving the 
future increments, but not the initial 
salary of the new abstractor class. ‘This 
will in no way affect the old abstractor 
class. —(7'reasury. ) 

Volunteers in Postal Service—Camping 
Leave. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that Volunteers employed in 
the postal service, who have been 
granted leave to attend their training 


E2 
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camps this year, are to be stopped in the 
same way as last year, the full cost of 
their substitutes, an amount which 
exceeds their regular pay for the period 
of absence; and whether, seeing that 
this same training service is now obliga- 
tory, this condition of leave will be re- 
moved. 


Questions. 


(Answer.) Every effort consistent with 
the exigencies of the service is made 
to enable Volunteers in the post office 
service to attend ordinary camps of in- 
struction, but the Department would not 
be justified in incurring expense in the 
matter. As regards Volunteers attend- 
ing the special camps for a fortnight, 
the hon. Member is no doubt aware that 
whenever the officer can be spared 
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|in Beluchistan been entertained by the 
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Indian Government, more especially 


_whether sanction has been promised 
for the proposed line from Quetta to 


Nushki; what is the estimated eost 
per mile and total of such railway, and 
what liability, if any, in respect of the 
|Indian credit will the Government of 
India accept on behalf of such railway 
outside of India; whether the Indian 
'Government has had proposals placed 
before it regarding the extension through 
Seistan into Persia, of which project the 
Quetta-Nushki Railway would be the 
first portion ; and, will he lay the cor- 
respondence between the Government 
of India and the projectors of railways 
in Beluchistan, Seistan, and Persia 
before Parliament at an early date. 


special leave is granted without civil 


pay in such cases.—(Post Offices) 


Irish Tea and Tobacco Duties, etc. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can explain the falling off in the 
amount of the Tea and Tobacco Duties in 
Ireland in the year ending 31st March, 
1902, as shown by the Return, No. 256, 
just issued ; and what amount does he 
estimate will be produced respectively by 
the income tax, death duties, tea, sugar, 
corn, and tobacco duties from Ireland 
during the year ending 31st March, 1903. 


(Answer.) The falling off in the amount 
of the tea and tobacco duties contributed 
by Ireland in the financial year 1901-2 is 
due to the heavy forestalments of duty 
made by traders throughout the United 
Kingdom in the previous year in anticipa- 
tion of an increase of those duties. The 
contributions by England and Scotland 
are affected by the same cause. With 
regard to the figures for the current year, 
I think it would be premature to attempt 
an estimate, more especially as I have 
recently directed some fresh inquiries to 
be made with 2 view to ascertain more 
accurately the proportion of the present 
contributions to indirect taxation in the 
three countries. —(7reasury.) 


Railway Extension on Indian Frontiers 
and in Persia. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he will say to what extent, as regards 


mileage and cost, have railway projects , 


(Answer.) Since the recent completion 
of the Pishin section of the State Rail- 
way from Rukh to Chaman, the only 
project entertained by me is the Quetta 
to Nushki Line, for which a provision 
of forty-seven lakhs has been made in 
the current year. The final surveys 
are not completed, and I cannot estimate 
the cost at present. The line is not 
outside India, Beluchistan being a pro- 
tected Native Indian State. The answer 
to the second Question is in the nega- 
tive, and to the third I can only reply 
that there is no correspondence of the 
character therein described. —(/ndiv 
Ofie.) 

Council of India Appointments. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India will he state whether 
the appointment of the twelve members 
of the Council of India rests with the 
Secretary of State for India; and. 
if not, will he say by whom the appoint- 
ments are made, and onwhose recom- 
mendation. 


(Answer.) Members of the Council of 
India are appointed by the Secretary of 
State for India.—(/ndia Office.) 


Indian Postal Savings Banks— 
Investment of Deposits. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, in view of the fact that 
deposits in the postal savings banks of 
India are not invested in the purchase of 
securities, but held as part of the balances 
available for the general purposes of the 
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Government of India, will he state where 
the balances are lodged, and what per- 
centage would be available on demand. 


(Answer.) The balances of the Govern- 
ment of India are held in the Public 
Treasuries and in the Presidency banks. 
They are all at the free disposal of the 
Government of India, and they exceed 
oy several millions sterling the amount 
of the balances at the credit of depositors 
in the Post Office Savings Banks. —(/ndia 
Ofice.) 


Royal College of Science, Ireland— 
Teaching of Electrical Engineering. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, having 
regard to the fact that the chair of 
mathematics has been abolished in the 
Royal College of Science, Ireland, he 
wil! consider the advisability of making 
provision for the teaching of electrical 
eng neering in the said college. 


(Answer.) Provision for the teaching 
of electrical engineering in the Royal 
College oi Science has been decided 
upon.—(Lrish Office.) 


Irish Intermediate Education Board 
—Science Syllabus. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state who is responsible 
for the framing of the Intermediate 


Science Syllabus; whether university | 


professors in Ireland were consulted 
regarding it; and whether he _ will 
consider the advisability of appointing 
a Commission consisting of university 
professors or men of acknowledged 
standing in science to consider the 
matter. 


(Answer.) The Science Syllabus adopted 
by the Board of Intermediate Education 
was framed by the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction upon 
the advice of its own professional experts. 
The Department did not consult univer- 
sity professors, and sees no necessity for 
recommending the appointment of a 
Commission to consider the matter as 
suggested.—(Jrish Office.) 
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Labourers’ Cottages in Cavan Union. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, is he aware that dis- 
satisfaction exists owing to the delay in 
building labourers’ cottage in Cavan 
Union; and will he state whether the 
delay in erecting these cottages is caused 
by the rural District Council or the 
Local Government Board. 


(Jwestions. 


(Answer.) The inquiry into the scheme 
promoted by the council was held in 
December last. It has since been occu- 
pied in the preparation of the prelimi- 
naries essential to the making of the 
Provisional Order. These preliminaries 
were only completed on the 8th instant 
and the Order will probably be issued 
this week. There has been no unneces- 
sary delay on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and it is not in a position 
to say that there has been any undue 
delay on the part of the council.—(Jrish 
Office.) 


Balaclava Veteran George Maughan. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that George Maughan, 
formerly Sergeant in the Inniskilling 
Dragoons, who was wounded in the 
thigh at the battle of Balaclava, was 
| present at Inkerman, and has a clasp 
| for Sebastopol, subsequently serving for 
| five years in India during the Mutiny, 
has forwarded a medical certificate to 
the War Office showing that he is 
| suffering from chronic valvulous disease 
of the heart, varicose veins accompanied 
by ulceration, inguinal hernia, and, 
chronic rheumatism, due to hardships 
and exposure during his term of service 
as a soldier; and, seeing that this man 
has been informed that his application 
cannot be entertained for an increase of 
his pension of 9d. per day, as there is no 
official record of his wound, and the 
increase of pensions being limited to 
soldiers who have been wounded, or who 
have been discharged for disability due 
to service, whether, in view of the 
medical certificate, an exception can be 
made in this case, and the pension 
augmented. 








(Answer.) Iam afraid it is impossible 





to do anything more for this old soldier. 
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He is in receipt of the full campaign j 
pension of a soldier of his service, and | 
there is no official evidence that his | 
present infirmities are due to service | 
which terminated thirty-seven years | 
ago. I must further point out that in| 
his claim he admits that he was not} 
medically treated for the slight wound | 
which he received at Balaclava. He was | 
discharged after twelve years at his own | 


request.—(Var Office.) | 


(Juestions. 


War Office—Abstractor Clerk’s Com- 
pulsory Retirement. 
Smr THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for ' 
War if he will lay upon the Table the 
Minutes and Correspondence on which 
full consideration was given to the case 
of the efficient abstractor clerk com- 
pulsorily retired at sixty on £30 1s. 7d. | 
a year, he having at the time less 
than forty years service for super- 
annuation. 
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primarily responsible for giving the 
orders for printing, and what is the pro- 
cedure in connection with Parliamentary 
Papers and public documents of the 
following nature: when orders have 
been given by the House for their 
printing; Papers laid before the House 
by Command; Papers laid before the 
House by Statute; Reports of and 
Papers connected with Royal Com- 
missions. 


(Answer.) The Votes and Proceedings 


'and the Journals of the House and the 


Proceedings of Grand Committees and 
certain Papers of an analagous kind are 
printed under the directions of Mr. 
Speaker by the printers appointed by 
him for that purpose pursuant to the 
Order of this House. Bills for both 
Houses are printed under a contract 
with the Stationery Office, which in- 
cludes also the preparation of drafts of 
Government Bills, but during their 


| passage through Parliament they are 


(Answer.) No, Sir. It would be quite 
contrary to all precedent to do so.—(Var 


Office.) 


Education Bill—Orphan Asylums, etc. 

Mr. CHARLES M ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the obligation 
of the local education authority, under 
Clause 8 of the Education Bill, to main- 
tain and keep efficient all public ele- 
mentary schools within their area. will 
apply to orphan asylums and similar 
boarding institutions, which are public 
elementary schools ; or, if the obligation 
in such cases is to be a limited one, how | 
it is proposed to define the extent of the 
powers and duties of the local education 
authority with respect to institutions of | 
this character. 


(Answer.) The Question, no doubt, | 


raises a point of some importance, which, | 
however, has not escaped the attention | 
of the Government. The discussion | 
upon it can best be taken during the | 


consideration of Clause 8.—(7reasury.) 


| 


| 

Printing of Parliamentary Papers, 
Reports, etc. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the First | 
Lord of the Treasury, whether he will | 
state, after consulting, if necessary, the | 
authorities of the House, who is 


{ 


corrected for the Press by the authorities 
of the two Houses. Acts of Parliament 
are printed by the same printers under a 
contract from the Stationery Office. 
The Clerk of the Parliaments is re- 
sponsible for the accuracy of the text. 
The printing of Papers laid by Command 
and of Papers laid pursuant to Statute 
is carried out under the directions of the 
Controller of the Stationery Office, but 
the matter is prepared and corrected for 
Press by the Department which lays the 
Papers. Reports of and Papers con- 
nected with Royal Commissions are 
prepared and corrected by the Secretary 
of the Commission acting under the 
directions of the Chairman. The Papers 
so prepared are printed to the order of 
the Controller of the Stationery Office.— 


| (Treasury.) 


Civil Servants—Treasury Minute on 
Participation in Public Controversies. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will cause the 
Treasury Minute, relating to the partici- 
pation of civil servants in public contro- 
versies, to be printed as a Parliamentary 
Paper. 


(Answer.) The only Treasury Minute 
on [this subject was presented to the 
House in 1884, as Command Paper No 
4,229.—(Treasury.) 
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(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE.; Str EDWARD SASSOON - asked 


— | whether the noble Lord was aware that 
India and the Imperial Institute. /several large cotton mills in Bombay 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.W.):| were on the verge of bankruptcy, and 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for that tea and kindred interests in India 
India whether he willstate the total amount | were sore pressed, and had difficulty in 
of money which up to the present holding their own in foreign markets. 


e 


time has been paid from the Indian 


revenues to the Imperial Institute 3 | Lorp G. HAMILTON: I understand 
whether any payment of a similar char- | that these allegations are made, but I 
acter is now made from those revenues ee: Saar 
. am sure that on examination it will 
and to what amount ; whether the Indian | be f : 7. a 
: Fi oo taped ctharna e found that the state of things referred 
revenues are charged with any part of | ! : 
EE LOR Sas TRS . . | to cannot be attributed to the closing of 
the salary of any persons engaged in duties the Mints in 1893 
connected with the Imperial Institute; ‘7° - oan . 
and, if so, what is the amount of such 
charge. India Office Coronation Reception. 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE FOR | Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiron, Middlesex, | ! beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Ealing): The total sum paid from Indian India whether Lord Curzon was con- 
revenues to the Imperial Institute up to | sulted as to the expenses of the reception 
March 31st, 1902, was £16,911. This | at the India Office in connection with 
represents the aggregate of annual grants | the Coronation Day, charged on the 
made to the Institute since 1891 for the Indian Budget; if so, what reply he 
maintenance of the Indian section. The | gave; whether the Secretary of State 
present annual grant is £1,725, but for| for India himself decided that the 
1902-3 only £400 additional has been | expenses of the reception should be 
granted to meet exceptional charges. thrown on the Indian Budget; and 
From the annual grant the Institute whether any opportunity will be given 
pays the salaries of the curator and staff to this House to express its opinion on 
of the Indian section, the total amounting | the matter. 
to £830 a year. No other charge on 
account of salaries of persons employed’ Loprp G, HAMILTON: My answer to 
in the Institute falls on Indian revenues. the first Question is in the negative. 
Indian Currency—Closing of the Mintsin The Secretary of State has no power to 
1893. put a charge upon the revenues of India 
Str EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): except with the assent of a majority of 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the Council of India. The discussion on 
India whether, in view of the condition the Indian Budget will take place as 
of India’s manufacturing and agri-| usual this year, and any Member of the 
cultural industries, as affected by the House can then direct attention to any 
competition of silver-using countries and | item of expenditure to which he objects. 
aggravated by the recent serious depreci- 
ation of silver, he would reeoommendthe| Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then do I 
institution of an inquiry into the action ynderstand that this was done by a 
and effects of the currency system pro- majority of the Council ? 
mulgated in 1893. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The effect on LornG. HAMILTON: No, the decision 
industry and agriculture in India of the | was absolutely unanimous. 
closing of the Indian Mints in 1893 was 
one of the subjects considered by Sir H. | Yehti. 
Fowler's Currency Committee, which) Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
reported in July, 1899. That Committee | I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
did not support the view which is sug-| for Foreign Affairs whether the Foreign 
gested in the hon. Member’s Question, | Office has received any information in 
and no facts have since been brought to | regard to the hoisting of the French flag 
my notice which invalidate this con-| at Yehti, a fishing bay between Macao 
clusion. | and Canton. 


‘ 
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*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): We are informed that 
the report that the French flag has been 
hoisted at Yehti has no foundation. 


(Questions. 


Omnibus Accidents in the Metropolis. 

Mr. WEIR : | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, in 
view of recent accidents to omnibuses 
licensed by the police, one of which 
occurred as recently as Wednesday the 
2nd instant, whereby, through the over- 
turning of an omnibus in St. John’s Wood 
Road, several persons were injured, will 
he direct an inquiry into the subject 
with a view to ascertain the cause of 
such frequent accidents. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuig£, Croydon): I do not understand 
the hon. Meraber’s reference to the fre- 
quency of omnibus accidents. There have 
only been two such accidents recently. 
One was caused by the omnibus heing 


carelessly driven against a lamp-post ; the | 


other—to which apparently the Question 
specially refers—by reason of an axle 
breaking. Inasmuch, however, as the 
London General Omnibus Company, to 
whom the omnibus in question belonged, 
make every endeavour to get the best 
axles obtainable, it is difficult to imagine 
what more can be done. Considering the 
number of omnibuses running every day, 
accidents are remarkably few. 


Mr. WEIR: Will some inquiry be 


made into the abominable state of the 
roads between 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Coronation Stand near Westminster 
Bridge. 

Mr. *P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, in view of the 
order of the House to the police to keep 
the approaches to the House of Commons 
free of access for Members, and of the 
fact that the approach to the subway 
entrance to the House is at present 
blocked by the erection of a stand at the 
end of Westminster Bridge, adjacent to 
the statute of Boadicea, whether he will 
take steps to have this obstruction 
temoved. 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: The Sessional Order 
to the police does not appear to me to 
| apply to a stand of this nature, which was 
| lawfully erected and is not under the 

control of the police. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN: Who is 
responsible for the erection of this stand } 
What is the use of the subway if it is to be 
thus blocked ? 


Questions, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It is the duty of the 
| police to see that hon. Members have free 
| access to the House. Of course that does 
/not mean that they have control of the 


| buildings erected under powers possessed 
by local authorities. 





| Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): But we have no access at 
present to Palace Yard except by the 
| carriage way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


| Automatic Railway Couplings. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): I 
| beg to ask the President of the Board of 
| Trade whether a recent invention for 
| the construction of automatic couplings 
|for railway trucks and similar vehicles 
'has been brought to his notice ; and 
| whether, in view of the official returns of 
calamities to railway servants through 
| coupling during the last five years, he will 
| give his consideration to the invention in 
| question. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaAtrour, Leeds, 
| Central): Several inventions of | this 
| character have recently been seen by the 
officers of the Board of Trade. If the one 
| to which the hon. and gallant Member 
refers is fitted on a train of ordinary 
| goods waggons, so that it can be tested 
in working, I will direct an Inspecting 
Officer of the Department to be present 
at the trial. 


Passenger Accommodation on Railways. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
| President to the Board of Trade whether, 
seeing that the Cheap Trains Act, 1883, 
| gives him power to inquire only into the 
question whether the proportion which 
| the existing accommodation for passengers, 
at fares not exceeding the rate of one 


| penny a mile, bears to the total existing 
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accommodation for all classes of passengers 
is a sufficient proportion, he will consider 
the advisability of introducing a short 
amending Bill to give power to the Board 
to make inquiry into the question of the 
sufficiency of the total accommodation for 
each class of passengers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I see no 
sufficient reason for legislation in the 
direction indicated by this Question. 


Park Deer Forest, Ross-shire. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
deer forest of Park, Lewis, Ross-shire, 
which contains upwards of 75,000 acres, 
is quoted in the amended Deer Forest 
Return, 1899, as containing no morethan 
41,913 acres; and will he take steps to 
have some fresh estimate of the acreage 
obtained. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
nothing to add to the answer given to 
the hon. Member on Thursday last.+ 


Mr. WEIR: But does not the Return, 
show 35,000 less than the actual number 


of acres? How was it obtained ? 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not know what the hon. Member's 


figures are based on. Ours are based on 
a Return given tothe Assessor by the 
Factor. If a more accurate Return 
is needed, it would require a survey, and 
my noble friend and I hold that no 
public purpose would be served by 
ordering one. I can give no further 
information on the subject. 


« 
mas 


Scottish Equivalent Grant. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if he can now 
state whether the Government intend to 
apply the Scottish equivalent of the 
English Educational Grant of £900,000 
to educational purposes in Scotland; 
and, if so, in what manner it will be 


applied. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It 
has already been stated that the 
just claims of Scotland arising out of 
the additional grant to England will be 





+t See preceding volume, page 1376. 
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duly considered. But it would be pre- 
mature at present to make any state 
ment as tothe amount or application of 
any additional grant. 


Crown Salmon Fishings in Ross-shire. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, in view of the fact that, 
on the 22nd October, 1900, Crown 
salmon fishings ex adverso, the southern 
to the north boundary of the lands of 
Flowerburn, in the parish of Rosemarkie, 
Ross-shire, were leased to James Douglas 
Fletcher, Esquire, for ten years from 
Martinmas, 1900, at an annual rental of 
£1, will he state whether the fact that a 
lease of these fishings was open to public 
tender was advertised in the Press; and, 
if so, will he state on what dates, and in 
what papers, the advertisements ap- 
peared. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): An advertise- 
ment as to the letting by public tender 
of various salmon fishings belonging to 
the Crown in Scotland, including those 
referred to in the Question, was inserted 
in the Scotsman on 2nd, 9th, 13th, and 
23rd June, 1900; in the Glusgow Herald 
on 8th, 15th, and 22nd June; in the 
| People’s Journal on 8th June; and in the 
| People’s Weekly News on 15th June. The 
advertisement was also at about the same 
|time inserted in various local papers 
| published in each of the Counties in 
| which the salmon fishings advertised 
| were situate, including the following, 
| viz.:—the Dingwall Journal on 8th and 
| 15th June; the Dingwall North Star on 
14th and 21st June; the Dingwall 
Northern Weekly on 7th, 14th, and 21st 
June; the Inverness Chronicle on 13th 
June; the Jnverness Courier on 8th June ; 
and the Javergordon Times on 20th June. 








Phenix Park, Dublin—Treasury Grant in 
lieu of Rates. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he has yet been able to examine into 
the proposed stoppage by the Treasury 
of the Grant in lieu of rates payable in 
respect of the Phenix Park to Dublin 
County Council; and, if so, will he state 
the result of his inquiry. 
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THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beracu, 


sristol, W.): Yes Sir, I have carefully 
examined into this matter, which was 
brought under my notice by the hon 
and learned Member. I find that, in 
consequence of a decision given by the 
House of Lords in 1897, the Treasury 
contributions in lieu of rates on the 
Royal Parks in London and Edinburgh 
have been stopped. The Phenix Park 
appears to be in this respect in precisely 
the same position as these parks: and 
I think it is only fair that the similar 
contributions in respect of that portion 
of Pheenix Park which is unenclosed 
and open to the public (including park- 
keepers’ lodges, etc., connected therewith) 
should also cease. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman any objection to allowing 
the question whether the Brockwell 
Park Act applies to the Phoenix Park to 
be tested by a Petition of Right ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That would 


hardly depend on me. 


Foyle and Bann Salmon Fisheries. 

Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helen’s): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that over 100 drift nets, decided 
by the House of Lords in May, 1900, to 
be illegal, are now being used on the 
coast of Ireland. off the mouths of the 
rivers Foyle and Bann, for the capture 
of salmon, which nets form an obstruc- 
tion for over seventy miles; and, seeing 
that the Conservators of the London- 
derry district are now practically power- 
less to take any steps to enforce the law 
as to the weekly close time, which has 
been openly disregarded, owing to want 
of funds and assistance from His Majesty’s 
coastguards, whether the Government 
propose to take any, and, if so, what 
steps to put down the use of drift nets 
and to enforce the observance of the 
weekly close time. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The decision of the House of 
Lords referred to was given in a Scotch 
ease. The Salmon Fishery Laws of 
Scotland rest on an entirely different 
basis from those of Ireland (there being 
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no common law right of salmon fishing 


|in Scotland). This method of fishing 


is a source of livelihood to perhaps 
1,500 of the poorer class of fishermen on 
the Irish coast. The use of drift nets 
has been in many cases regulated by 
bye-law, and has been undisputed for 
about forty years. The obligation of 
seeing that the weekly close time is 
observed rests with Boards of Conser- 
vators. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Conservators 
asked for a gunboat to protect these 
fisheries and were refused ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Among the many 
things the Irish Government is respon- 
sible for, gunboats are not included. 


Irish Commercial Fisheries. 

Mr. SETON-KARR: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware thata 
Bill has been introduced into this House, 
at the instance of the owners of com- 
mercial fisheries in Ireland, to carry out 
the recommendations of the Lord Lieu- 
tenant’s Inland Fishery Commission of 
1899; and whether the Government 
will either give facilities for the consider- 
ation of this Bill, or will themselves in- 
troduce a Bill carrying out the said 
recommendations. 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. WynpHAw): 
The subject dealt with by this Bill is of 
great importance, but I see no prospects 
of proceeding this session, with any 
further legislation of this kind, which is 
contentious in character. 


Irish Equivalent Grants. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin Co., 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is now 
in a position to make a statement as 
to the reasons why equivalent grants 
are being withheld from certain techni- 
cal schools in Ireland contrary to the 
undertaking given in the circular 
issued by the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction (Ireland). 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. Wywnp- 
HAM): No, Sir, not at present. 
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121 Questions. 


Wicklow Magistracy. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg toask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state 
magistrates in the County of Wicklow, 
and the number of magistrates who are 
not Roman Catholics. 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. Wynp- 
HAM): Exclusive of ex-officio Justices of 
the Peace, the total number of Justices in 
Wicklow is 127, of whom twenty-three 
are believed to be Roman Catholies. 


Land Purchase in County Wicklow. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of tenants in the County of 
Wicklow who have purchased their hold- 
ings since 1890, the total acreage uf the 
land purchased, the amount of rent which 
had been paid before purchase, and the 
amount of the annual instalments now 


paid by the purchasers, the average | 


number of years purchase, the names of 
the landlords 
tenants, and the number of acres sold by 
each landlord. 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. Wynp 
HAM): The number of tenant purchasers is 
318; the acreage purchased, 21,834 ; the 
rental prior to purchase was £13,227 ; 
the purchase money advanced amounted 
to £251,295, representing nineteen and a 
fifth years purchase ; the annuities 
amount to £10,051. The information 


desired by the last two queries could not | 


conveniently be given in the form of an 
answer to a Question. It will be found in 


the Returns annually presented to Parlia- | 


ment pursuant to Section 33 of the Act 
of 1891. 


Trinity College (Dublin), Estates in 
County Kerry. 
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the number of Roman Catholic | 


who have sold to their | 
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Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. WYNDHAM): 
| There are no appeals pending from fair 
rents fixed in 1898. But there are 
nine cases where appeals are pending 
from Orders made in 1900. These will 
probably be in the next list of appeals 
for hearing at Killarney, but a date 
for a sitting there has not yet been 
arranged. 


Tullyhogue Disturbance. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Very Rev. Canon Rice, 
|P.P., the Lady Superioress of the 
'Convent of Mercy, and two companion 
nuns, were attacked on Sunday even- 
ing the 6th instant, near the village 
of Tullyhogue, and the carriage in 
which they were travelling stoned; 
and will he say what steps have been 
or will be taken against the persons 
making this attack. 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. WyNnDHAM): 
One stone, I am informed, was thrown 
at the carriage. The act was committed, 
it is believed, by a drunken person 
whose name the police have and whom 
they hope to make amenable. 


| Irish Technical Schools—Discontinuance 
of Equivalent Grant. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
| the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the technical schools 
in Ireland were established on the 
conditions under which the equivalent 
grant was to be continuous, and that 
the result of the discontinuance of 


this grant will be to close many 
technical schools in Ireland; and 
|whether, under these circumstances, 


'this matter will be reconsidered by the 
| Government. 


| Mr. ATKINSON—(forMr. WyspHam): 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.):) As I have stated, this matter is now 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


being considered. 





the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 

he is aware that rents fixed in 1898 | Case of Stephen Kirby. 

in the Cahirciveen Union, County | Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., Mid): I beg 
Kerry, Trinity College, Dublin, being | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
the landlord, are still under appeal;| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
and whether he can state .pproximately | aware that on the 30th June a tramp 
when the Land Commission will sit | mamed Stephen Kirby, an ex-member 


to dispose of these cases. jaf the Royal Irish Constabulary, was 
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arrested for having abused a servant in| 


the employment of Dr. R. R. Leader, 
J.P., Millstreet, on being refused alms; 
and that he was immediately taken before 
Mr. H. W. Leader, J. P., a cousin of Dr. 
Leader’s, and sentenced to one month’s 
imprisonment with hard labour, and to 
a further term of four months imprison- 
ment in default of finding bail; will he 
state how long Mr. H. W. Leader has 
been a justice of the peace, and how 
often has he adjudicated at petty sessions ; 
and why this man Kirby was not charged 
before the ordinary Court instead of 
being dealt with summarily. 


Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. WyNnDHAM): 
Kirby was arrested on the complaint 
of Dr. Leader and charged with begging. 
The case was dealt with out of petty 
sessions, under the provisions of Sections 
8 and 22 of the 14 and 15 Vict. cap. 93. 
by Mr. W. H. Leader, who sentenced 
Kirby to a month’s imprisonment with 
hard labour. Mr. Leader, is in no way 
related to Dr. Leader. A second charge 
was preferred against Kirby for having 
used opprobrious and abusive language 
towards Dr. Leader’s daughter and 
servant. For this he was ordered to 
give sureties for his good behaviour, 
in default of which he was committed 
to prison for three months. Mr. Leader 
was appointed to the commission of the 
peace four years ago. He is not a 
frequent attendant at the Millstreet 
petty sessions. It is competent to a 
justice to deal with cases of the kind 
mentioned out of petty sessions. It is 
not known whether Kirby served in the 
Constabulary. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can give the date when Sergeant 
Sheridan, recently dismissed the Royal 
Irish Constabulary for committing and 
inciting to the commission of felony, 
entered the constabulary force; whether 
he can give the names of the counties 
and police districts in which Sheridan 
was stationed, with the dates in each 
case; and, if Sheridan served in more 
than one county, will he state for what 
reason he was transferred from one 
county to another. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. ATKINSON—(for Mr. Wynpuaw): 
The earlier part of the Question does 
not represent the facts accurately. Ser. 
geant Sheridan was not dismissed 
recently for inciting to felony. He was 
removed from the force on the 9th 
February, 1901, for supporting a charge 
against a tramp named Ryan by evi- 
dence so unsatisfactory and conflicting as 
to render his further retention in the 
force undesirable in the interests of the 
public. He entered the force on the 
20th December, 1880, and was allocated 
from the depot to the County Limerick 
on 26th, April 1881, in which county 
he was stationed in the following 
districts: Limerick from 26th April, 
1881, to 30th April, 1885; New Pallas 
from Ist May, 1885, to 30th September, 
1885; Limerick from Ist October, 1885, 
to 3lst October, 1888; New Pallas from 
Ist November, 1888, to 30th June, 
1889; Limerick from Ist July, 1889, 
to 31st July, 1893; Abbeyfeale from 
Ist August, 1893, to 28th February, 
1894; Bruff from 1st March, 1894, 
to 30th November, 1894; Rathkeale 
from Ist December, 1894, to 3lst 
March, 1895: Abbeyfeale from Ist April, 
1895, to 30th April, 1896; Bruff from 
Ist May, 1896, to 30th May, 1898. 
He was transferred, on marriage, 
to the Ballinamore District, County 
Leitrim, on lst June, 1898, where he 
served until 30th June, 1900. On the 
Ist July, 1900, he was transferred, on 
his own application, to the County Clare. 
He was stationed in the Corofin district 
until 8th October, 1900, and in the 
Ennistymon district from 9th October, 
1900, to 9th February, 1901. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Was he 
transferred from one county to another, 
and, if so, why? 


Mr. ATKINSON : He was transferred 
from Limerick to Leitrim on his mar- 
riage. 


New College of Science for Dublin. 


Mr. MOONEY : I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury if the architect 
for the proposed new college of science 
in Dublin has yet been appointed ; and, 
if so, will he state the name of the 
gentleman. 
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Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 1To | 
que TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I am not 
in a position to make any statement 
until [ see whether it is possible to 
make progress with the Bill. If the 
Bill passes through Committee I shall be 
prepared to announce the intention of 
His Majesty’s Government on the Third 
Reading. 


Irish Board of Works. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state how many 
employees under the Irish Board of 
Works have salaries above £400 a 
year. how many of them are Roman 
Catholics, and whether any Roman | 
Catholics have been appointed or pro- 
moted within the last ten years to posi- 
tions bearing salaries over £400 a year. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
number of persons employed under the 
Irish Board of Works at salaries above 
£400 a year is thirteen. I have no 
knowledge of their religious beliefs, and 
must decline to make any inquiry into 
such matters. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: | Is the 
reason for declining to make inquiry the 
fact that there are no Catholics ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir. It would be gross impertinence on 
my part to inquire at all. 


Irish Postmasterships. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I) 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state how many vacancies 
have arisen in Irish postmasterships 
since the appointment of the present 
Postmaster General ; and how many of 
those appointed to fill those vacancies 
profess the religious opinions of the | 
majority of the Irish people. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 
number of postmasterships which have | 
become vacant in Ireland during the | 
period referred to is twenty three. | 
The Postmaster General has no informa- 
tion which would enable him to state the 
religious belief of the officers appointed | 
to fill the vacant offices. | 
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| will be required. 
ever, not looped into the post offices at 
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Mr. REDDY: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man inquire ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


Certainly not, Sir. 


Telephone Service for Mallow and 
Tipperary. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- 


master General, whether, in regard to the 
promised inquiry into the feasibility of 
extending the trunk telephone system to 
the towns of Mallow and Tipperary, 
where the trunk line is already looped in 
for testing purposes, and taking into 
consideration the fact that the extension 
of the trunk system to these towns will 
entail but little additional expense to the 
Post Office, he will waive the demand for 
a guarantee, which has hitherto been 


insisted on, and grant this facility. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
inquiry to which the hon. Member refers 
has for its object the possibility of pro- 
viding a trunk telephone service at 
Mallow and Tipperary by means of the 
existing trunk line between Dublin, Cork, 
and Limerick without disturbing the 
traffic between those places. If the 
service can be given on this condition it 
is possible that no guarantee of revenue 
The wires are, how- 


Mallow and Tipperary, although they 
pass through Mallow. Considerable 
expense will be involved in extending 


| them to Tipperary. 


Brehon Laws. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether he is 
aware that in the last Report of the 
Commissioners for the Publication of the 
Ancient Laws and Institutes of Ireland, 
the Commissioners state that there are 
in other libraries tracts bearing on the 
Brehon Laws, which have not yet been 


edited or properly examined, «und thet 
| the 


Commissioners recommend the 
consideration by the Government as to 
whether a competent scholar should be 
employed to visit the Continental 
libraries and furnish report as to any 
additional matter which may be extant 


/in them; and whether he proposes to 


give effect to the suggestion of the 


> 


Commissioners. 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 


Batrour, Manchester, E.): The Report 
was only presented on the 7th inst., and | 
has not yet been issued; therefore the 


Government are not in a position to 
make any statement on the subject. 


Wexford County Council and the Irish 


Government. 
Sr THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury if, in view of the fact that 
certain provisions of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill are the result 
of a treaty between the County Council 
of County Wexford 
Government, he will give facilities this 
week for the discussion of the Bill so as 
to ensure its passing this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Baronet is hardly justified in 
describing the arrangement asa treaty. 
No doubt it is due to representations 
made to myright hon. friend the Chief 
Secretary by the local authorities. I 
cannot promise any particular date for 
the discussion, but the Government are 
most anxious to get the matter settled. 


RESIGNATION OF LORD SALISBURY— 
THE NEW PRIME MINISTER. 

On entering the House, at half-past 
two o'clock, Mr. A. J. Balfour was 
received with loud cheers from both 
sides. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The period in this 
process of asking (Questions has arrived 
when we become aware of the presence 
in the House of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. Perhaps I may be allowed to 
be guilty of the irregularity of interrupt- 
ing the course of Questions by offering 
to him on my own part, and on that 
of those who act with me in politics, 
and I am sure on the part of a far more 
wide circle, including Member: in every 
part of the House--our warm con- 
gratulations on the honour which he | 
has received by being invited to form 
an Administration—and wishing him 
success and prosperity, not only in the} 


formation, but in the conduct of that | 
|country. The great and distinguished 


Administration. 


{COMMONS} 


and the Irish | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
| the House that it is not easy for me to 
express in adequate terms my sense of 
its kindness on this occasion. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in the words he has 
spoken, has really moved me more than 
I can well say; and the manner in 


‘which his most kind observations have 


been received, not only among my own 
friends and supporters, but among 
Gentlemen on the other side — with 
whom I am s0 often brought into what 
I hope is never unfriendly collision— 
I can assure them I feel most deeply. 
In fact, I am quite incapable of saying 
anything more. 


At a subsequent stage, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said: By leave 
of the House I think I ought to say one 
word, though it will only be one word, 
about the distinguished statesman whose 
services the country has lost by the new 
arrangement which has been entered 
into. It would be improper, and, indeed, 
impossible, for me to express my personal 
feelings on the subject, nor would it be 
any more proper, though it would be 
easier, to express the loss which Gentle. 
men on this side of the House, and the 
Party to which I belong, feel on the 
subject. But it is the glory of British 
statesmanship that we have never re- 
garded our Party Leaders, because they 
are Party Leaders, as otherwise than 
representative of the country of which 
they are statesmen. And when I 
remember that Lord Salisbury has been, 
I think, four times Foreign Secretary, 
and three times Prime Minister, and 
that probably there has not been a man 
in our generation whose name_ has 
carried more weight outside this country, 
and who has done greater services to 
the State within this country, I think 
it will be felt that I can hardly allow 
the oceasion to pass without expressing 
my deep feelings of the immense public 
loss which this country has sustained in 
his retirement from the public service. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that the feeling which he has expressed 
is not confined to his side of the House, 
nor to any particular Party in this 
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statesman who has now, it appears, 
retired from the foremost position in the 
Empire under the Crown, carries with 
him the respect and the gratitude of his 
fellow-countrymen, irrespective of their 
political opinions. I cannot say that 
Lord Salisbury has ever shown any 
partiality towards the Party with which 
J am connected—but though he has 
often been a strenuous antagonist, and 
has sometimes thrown a good deal of 
that cold water which he is capable of 
throwing upon the ardent aspirations of 
the Liberal Party, yet I can at least say 
this, that in hisdealings with foreignaffairs 
and with international questions, he has, 
again and again, earned our applause 
and approval and confidence. It is a 
subject of deep regret to us, quite as 
much as to the right hon. Gentleman, if 
Lord Salisbury no longer takes part in 
the councils of the Empire. 


Exchequer Grants for Education. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
ment have caused to be prepared any 
Return, Schedule, or Estimate showing 
the respective amounts of Exchequer 
grants which under their proposals will 
probably be given to each education 
authority to be established under the 
Education 


upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid it 
would be impossible to make the Return 
the hon. Gentleman asked for, because the 
materials for it are really not complete. 
We made our calculations in respect of 
those figures on data now found in some 
cases to be antiquated. 


Necessitous School Board Districts. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can say When an opportunity will be 
afforded to the House, by the introduc- 
tion of the financial Resolution, to discuss 
the position of the necessitous School 
Board districts, in order to consider the 
financial position in those districts, under 
his new proposals, as compared with the 
existing law. 


Bill; and whether he will | 
lay such a Return, Schedule, or Estimate | 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot give any pledge at present. 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will say when His 
Majesty’s Government proposes to take 
steps to secure the ratification by this 
House of the Brussels Sugar Convention. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The proceed- 
ings to which the hon. Gentleman refers 
will have to be taken before the con- 
clusion of the session, though not. I 
think, before the conclusion of this 
position of the session ; but, at any rate, 
I cannot make any announcement at the 
present moment. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I should like to ask a question as to the 
course of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I informed 
the House last week, my intention was 
that the Education Bill should be taken 
today and tomorrow, and Supply on 
Wednesday and Thursday. I have since 
learned that there bas been put down for 
the evening sitting on Wednesday a 
group of Private Bills which will absorb 
the greater part of that sitting. It so 
happens that Private Bills have been put 
down once or twice on Supply nights, 
and as I do not think that is quite fair to 
the House, I propose, under these circum- 
stances, to take the Education Bill on 
Wednesday, and the Supply on Tuesday 
and Thursday. On Tuesday the English 
and Scotch Education Votes will be 
taken, and on Thursday the War Oftice 
Vote. On Friday the consideration of 
the Water Bill will be resumed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
They have agreed to Midwives Bill. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
SILL. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrger (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 








131 Education 


Clause 6 :— 


(2.45.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): Before the Amendment stand- 
ing in my name is passed over, I wish to 
ask if one I have further down on the 
Paper— 

“In Clause 6, page 2, line 33, leave out from 
‘have’ to ‘ the’ in line 35,” 
is in order. 
character than my first one, which proposes 
to insert the words — 


“Except in the case of schools provided by 
a School Board.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The second Amend- 
ment would not make sense unless other 
words were inserted. Does the hon. 
Member propose to do that ? 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: No, Sir. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: But standing alone 
the words would not read. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: The words 
I want to leave out are 





“The powers and duties of School Boards 
and School Attendance Committees under the 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870-1900, 
and that raises a question of great im- 
portance, although of a much more limited 
character than the first Amendment, 
which I understand you have ruled out 
of order. 


the hon. 
amended 


*THe CHAIRMAN: If 
Member will bring up an 
Amendment I will consider it. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that the object of the Amend- 
ment he now moved was to attempt 
to embody in the Bill the principle 
of the devolution of the powers 
of the Education Department to the 
local authority, which was suggested 
by the Government in the Bill of 1896. 
After the discussion of last week it was 
obvious that the whole position assumed 
a different aspect. The principle of an 
ad hoc authority had now been set aside, 
and it was desirable, in the interests of 
educational efficiency, to extend as far as 
possible the powers of the new authority, 
in order to make it effective for the co- 
ordination of education and to render 
all branches of education absolutely and 
permanently efficient. He did not wish 


{COMMONS} 


It is of a more limited | 
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to raise on that Amendment the question 
of the control or management of de- 
nominational schools, he wished simply 
to touch the question of the responsibility 
of the local authority for the efficient 
working of denominational schools in the 
new position in which they were placed. 
In this Bill an enormous boon and 
advantage was being conferred on the 
voluntary or denominational schools 
by placing them upon the rates, 


-and they certainly ought to demand 


some quid pro quo for the local authority 
in respect of it. It used to be urged 


again and again, although he could 


scarcely understand the sincerity of 
those who urged it, that the control of the 
Education Department was quite suffi- 
cient popular or public control of the 
denominational school system of this 
country to justify placing them on the 
grantsorontherates. But it seemed tohim 
that the principle which the Government 
set before the House in 1896 was a sound 
one to follow, in order to meet the 
present situation, and to secure in the 
public interest a quid pro quo for the 
enormous boon granted to denomi- 
national schools under the Bill. If there 
was a strong case for devolution in 
1896, there was a far stronger case 
now that the rates were in question. 
He had expressly drawn his Amendment 
on moderate lines, and had only pro- 
posed that the Board of Education should 
have a gradual power of devolution; in 
fact, it was a more limited proposal than 
that of the Government in 1896. In 
addition to the question of the efficiency 
ofthe voluntary schools, he would dr w 
attention to the absolute necessity of 
the local authority having more power 
with a view to the co-ordination of all 
branches of education in thearea. They 
ought not only to co-ordinate education, 
but they ought to be in a position to pro- 
vide against wasteful expendit ureon small 
and inferior schools. If they were to have 
a real educational authority, the county 
authority ought to be in a position to 
form a general scheme of education for 
the whole of its area, to deal with inferior, 
inadequate, and improper schools, to 
impress on managers the necessity ol 
giving up some schools and consolidating 
others, and otherwise to provide for the 
efficiency of education in the district. 


Obviously this co-ordination was most 
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needed in the rural districts, and they | 
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would be able to do nothing for education | 


in such districts unless there was a power 
of reorganisation and consolidation such 
as he suggested. For these objects there 
must be some devolution of the powers 
of the Board of Education, especially in 
dealing with this class of district. The 
Vice-President of the Council in 1896, 
in defending the proposal then made, 
said that the work of the Department 
had become unbearable—and that the 
paramount Education Authority con- 
stituted under that Bill in every county 
and county borough was to be ‘‘a sort 
of separate Education Department for 
each county.” And further— 

“It is proposed to decentralise entirely the 

administration of school grants by the Educa- 
tion Departiment—to throw upon these bodies 
the duties of administering the Parliamentary 
grant. The general inspection of schools will, 
of course, be undertaken also by the county 
authority, and the Committee of Council will 
only have inspectors who will visit the schools 
from time to time to see that the county 
education authority is properly fulfilling its 
duties and the edueation is up to the proper 
standard.” 
He even went so far as to encourage 
each county to draw up its own type of 
Education Code. That might be going 
too far, and acting too precipitately, but 
he would only say, looking to Clause 8, 
that he saw there no powers which were 
sufficiently wide, detailed, and definite, to 
secure the object he had in view, and 
which the Vice-President of the Council 
had in view in his more sweeping pro- 
posal in 1896. Therefore he wished to 
press his Amendment on the Committee. 
He was bound to say that the Bill of 1896 
was a more liberal and more progressive 
measure in many respects than the present. 
There was great danger in the present 
Bill that the local educational authority 
would not have the power or the oppor- 
tunity of really co-ordinating or develop- 
ing education to the highest point, or of 
curing the evils of unsatisfactory tenden- 
cies in itself. He asked the Government 
to deal with this proposal in a broad 
spirit. He thought his suggestion merited 
consideration, because it did not insist on 
an immediate and sweeping devolution 
of the powers of the Board of Education. 
In some counties or county boroughs 
there would be an immediate devolution 
of some important powers, and in other 
counties the devolution should be more 
gradual and tentative. 


VOL, CXI. [FourTH SERIES, | 


Bill. 134 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 32, after ‘shall,’ insert 


‘undertake, on such terms as may be from 
time to time agreed on between the authority 
and the Board of Education, the administration 
on behalf of the Board of all or any of the 
duties ot the Board in respect of money pro- 
vided by Parliament and in ee of certify- 
ing the efficiency ofschools,’’’—(.Wr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL ox EDUCATION 
(Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge University), 
said that as he under stood, the hon. 
Member proposed to grant to the local 
authorities on elementary education 
proposed to be set up by this Bill, certain 
provisions which it was intended to be- 
stow on the local educational authorities 
by the Bill of 1896. He would be glad 
to consider a proposal of that sort with 
the greatest possible goodwill, but if his 
memory did not betray him, the proposal 
made in the Bill of 1896 was very 
vehemently opposed by his predecessor in 
ottice, and by the generality of the hon. 
Members opposite, including the hon. 
Member himself. The fact really was 
that the condition of the present Bill 
was wholly different from that of 1896, 
and that very admirable provision of 
the 1896 Bill reterred to by the hon. 
Member did not apply at all either to 
the machinery of the present Bill or to 
the present condition of the relations 
between the Board of Education and the 
elementary schools. In the first place, 
in 1896 the local authorities were not 
made the managers of the new schools, 
but rather the controlling body. There 
were not only School Board schools, but 
private schools under voluntary manage- 
ment to the number of 20,000, and if 
the Bill had become law it would not 
have lessened that number. Therefore, 
the Board of Education would have had 
to deal under the Bill of 1896 with an 
immense number of independent bodies 
of school managers. Under the present 
Bill the Board of Education would have 
only to deal with the number of local 
authorities for elementary education 
which at the maximum amounted to 
little more than 200. [Dr. Macnamara: 
338.] Well, 338; that was a very much 
less number than 20,000. Not only 


' that, the relation between the Board of 


Education and the managers of schools 


F 








135 Education 


was very much simpler than in those 
days. In those days schools were in- 
spected by the Department, and grants 
were made for all sorts of different subjects, 
and there wasa great deal of detailed 
work in fixing the amount of the grants. 
Now a block grant was given at so 
much per scholar in every school in 
average attendance, and all that the 


Board of Education had got to do was to | 


see that the attendance was maintained 


and that the school was in an efficient | 
He did not see | 


and satisfactory state. 
how those simple but very important 
duties which the Board of Education 


had to perform could be conveniently | 


delegated. He dared say that it might 
be possible, in conjunction with the 
local authorities, to make some new 


regulation as to the average attendance. | 


While they had the responsible local 
authorities to deal with, they would be 


able to simplify the duty of the Board | 
of Education in regard to attendance, | 


but that could be done without any 
authority of the kind proposed in the 
hon. Member’s Amendment by Act of 
Parliament. It only required an altera- 
tion of the Rule in the Code, and that 


could be done by degrees more satis- | 


factorily than by Act of Parliament ; 
although he dared say that some of 
these functions could be, with great 
advantage, delegated by the Board of 
Education to the local authorities. But 


there was a great function which the, 


Board of Education ought not to 
delegate to anybody. It was absolutely 
necessary that when they spent money 
in elementary education the schools 
should be efficient, and that efficiency 
was only to be obtained by a proper and 
intelligent system of continuous inspec- 
tion by properly organised inspectors 
from the Central Board. It was for | 
the interest of the local authorities 
themselves that this impartial inspection 
should go on, because all the results of 
that inspection would be communicated 
to them and they could have no better 
information as to the efficiency of the 
teaching in their schools, than the 
reports of the inspectors of the Central 
Board, properly organised, as he hoped 
they would be. 
Sir John Gorst. 
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*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said while he sympathised with the 
|motive of the hon. Member in moving 
his Amendment, he did not think it 
| was necessary to press it. Under Clause 
| 8, the local authorities would have power 
‘over the whole of the schools in their 
/area not now possessed, in two ways. 
First of all, they could inspect all the 
aided schools. In the second place, there 
' would be a public audit of the accounts 
of all the schools. The efficiency of a 
school depended on two factors—the 
efficiency of the teaching and the ade- 
quate expenditure of money ; and when 
the local authority was able to assure 
itself that all the public money given to 
denominational schools was spent for the 
purpose for which that money was 
given, they should see a considerable 
iniprovement in the efficiency of these 
'schools. Again, it was almost as import- 
ant that the inspection from the Central 
| Board should go on concurrently with 
the local inspection, He submitted to 
-his hon. friend that if he desired to 
realise the standard of efficiency which 
ought to be, he ran a risk that that 
would not be obtained if all the powers 
were delegated to the local authority. 
Experience in the past has proved that 
the local authorities had not been 
sufficiently keen in securing a full 
average attendance, and not particularly 
eager to fix a high standard of efficiency, 
'as the parents who had children at 


' school were anxious to get them to leave 

school and goto work. Pressure, there- 
‘fore, might be brought to bear on the 
| loca] authorities to spend less money on 
the schools by reducing educational 
‘efficiency in the locality. At present, if 
'a School Board attempted to lower the 
efficiency of the schools in order to lower 
the rates, that Board would be fined. It 
should depend upon the standard set up 
from Whitehall, and maintained at as high 
and fair a level as the joint wisdom of 
the inspectors can devise. The duty of 
testing and deciding as to efficiency 
must be placed outside the locality. 
When his hon. friend proposed that 
the local authority should take over 
those powers which were now vested in 
the central authority, and which ought 
not to be relaxed, he thought he was 
going too far. 
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(3.20.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) thought his hon. 
friend the Member for West Notting- 
ham had rather misread the Amend- 
ment, which did not contemplate 
that the central authority should 
let go all control. The principle was 
the same as that which was introduced 
in the Bill of 1896, andit was the best 
thing in that measure. If that 
principle had been given to Wales they 
would have made very good use of it. 
Their secondary and higher education 
was worked on the principle of this 
Amendment. The central authority still 
had every control, and if they found that 
secondary education was poor they could 
withhold the grant, and bring the most 
effective pressure to bear to keep the 
schools up tothe mark. That was what 
his hon. friend contemplated in his 
Amendment, which devolved upon the 
local authority greater powers for organ- 
ising education, and not to reduce the 
level and status of education. What the 
Amendment aimed at was to alter the 
direction of educational activity and 
energy, in any one particular county. 
In every country in the world where 
elucation had been a success it was 
rganised upon the principles of local 
autonomy. In Germany or Switzerland 
the Government did not lay down the 
general standard. Each canton organ- 
ised its own education, and the central 
Government only had financial control. 
The curriculum of the school was not 
prepared by the central authority, and 
the same applied to the United States, 
where the education was almost entirely in 
the hands of the State authorities. His 
hon. friend simply proposed by his Amend- 
ment a compromise between the United 
States system and the present system in 
this country. The complaint was not 
that they did not spend sufficient money, 
but that they did not get the kind of 
education that was applicable to the 
needs of particular districts. They got 
an education given in a rural district 
which trained the children for town life, 
and children were flocking from the 
villages to the towns. They should not 
merely train children for a county life, 
but also develope in them an aptitude 
and taste for a country life. How could 
the Board of Education prepare a curri- 
cilum for an agricultural county like 
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Somerset or Gloucestershire. Why not 
leave it to those counties to lay down the 
general lines upon which education 
should proceed there? [Cries of Oh, 
Oh!”] Apparently his hon. friends had 
no confidence in Gloucestershire. They 
ought to say to those counties— 
“These are the grants we make you, 
and you can spend them in any way 
that trains them to become good citizens 
of Somerset or Gloucestershire.” That 
was what they wanted, and not attempts 
to make a Cockney out of a Somerset 
man. It had been said that Somerset 
would probably use the money for 
putting down swine fever, or something 
of that kind, but if they provided that 
the money must be spent upon educa- 
tion then each county would form its 
own plans and draw up its own curri- 
culum. In that way they would get 
what the Prime Minister indicated in 
his speech, namely, the training of every 
intellect in order to bring out its most 
efficient qualities. The primary system 
was the only failure in Wales, and had 
been denounced by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell. But while the 
higher and secondary education, as 
organised by themselves, produced the 
best results, the primary system, as 
turned out by the right hon. Gentlemen 
at Whitehall, gave the same training to 
a Welsh child as to a child living in 
Whitechapel. 


Sir JOHN GORST: If that is so it 
is the fault of the local education author- 
ity, because the curriculum is drawn 
up by the managers of the schools. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said that although he agreed 
with a good deal of what was said by 
the mover of the Amendment, he could 
not vote for his proposal as it stood. His 
hon. friend the Member for Carnarvon 
appeared to have misconstrued the effect 
of this Amendment, for if it were carried 
it would be possible for the Board of Edu- 
cation, by favouring a particular author- 
ity, to part with all control of the money 
provided by Parliament. He could not 
understand how anybody could defend 
that devolution of that kind to any local 
education authority should take place. 
How could they hand over the money 
voted by Parliament to one local author- 
ity without retaining any control 
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between it and the Board of Education ? 
This proposal meant to transfer all 
the authority of the Board of Edu- 
cation to the local authority. He 
could quite understand that it might 
be well to group divers education 
authorities together, and devolve on such 
a general body, representing a large 
number of education authorities, some 
powers of the Education Board. He had 
no wish to prolong the discussion, his 
only reason for rising being that he did 
not care to oppose the Amendment of 
one so sincere in his devotion to the 
cause of education as his hon. friend, 
without stating the reason for his so 
doing. 
Amendment negatived. 


Education 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he had considerable misgivings as to 
what would take place if they handed 
over the control of elementary education 
to the rural education authorities, because 
the past history of the agricultural com- 
munities of this country for the last 
thirty years did not disclose any particu- 
lar zeal or enthusiasm on their part for 
primary education. They did well in 
technical education when they did not 
raise money from their own rates, but 
obtained it out of the Exchequer. The 
more he studied the question, the greater 
his misgivings became. A good deal had 
been said by the Prime Minister as to 
the irritation of Whitehall interference ; 
but if that were abolished it would be 
disastrous to the children who were un- 
happy enough to be born in the villages 
of this country. He could not say what 
would be the effect in Wales, where the 
people appeared to be strongly enthusi- 
astic in this matter, and who no doubt 
would carry out this power with great 
generosity and ardour. But that would 
not be the case with England. What 
sort of primary education would the 
children have meted out tothem? The 
history of the last seventy years had been 
one long struggle by the local authori- 
ties in agricultural districts against the 
standard which Whitehall had endea- 
voured to hold themto. It was a good 
thing tor the unfortunate children born 
in the country that there were some 
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necessity for education. Right hon. 
Members like the Member fcr Thanet 
and the Member for Sleaford would 
come down and tell the House that 
education had done a great deal of harm; 
that it had depleted the country of 
labour. And if broad-minded men of 
affairs like these made such remarks as 
those, what would not happen in the 
villages? Every child ought to have a 
thoroughly liberal education. He repu- 


‘diated the doctrine of a country educa- 


gentlemen at Whitehall, city bred, to. 


look after their interests. The agricul- 
tural administrators did not see the 
Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


|! instruction 


cation for a country child as one which 
was thoroughly unjust to the child; as 
one which ruled him down to a certain 
level. We had no right to rule him 
down. Let us give them a good and 
solid foundation, and then they could 
become agricultural labourers  after- 
wards. He drew attention to the fact 
that in the agricultural counties the 
rural school attendance committees 
for many years past had the right 
to fix the standard for total exemption 
from school in the rural districts, with 
the result that only one fixed the Sixth 
Standard, 238 fixed the Fifth, and 336, or 
rather more than half the rural school 
attendance committees in the country, 
did not go beyond the Fourth Standard. 
Recent modifications of the lav-, largely 
due, he was glad tosay, to the Vice-presi- 
dent of the Council, would, however, mend 
that matter. With regard to the half-time 
exemptions, 323 school attendance com- 
mittees only fixed the Third as the 
Standard for half-time exemptions, 
whilst forty-five committees had _ not 
gone higher than Standard 2. In ad- 
dition to fixing low Standards there was 
not a local authority which did not 
flagrantly disregard its own byelaws. 
We were now going to give autonomy. 
He would accept it that it was proposed 
to continue the Whitehall Code and in- 
spection and the general control of the 
Education Department over the Govern- 
ment grant. But he asked not only 
that there should be a continuance of 
Whitehall control and inspection, but 


that that control should be strengthened 


and developed, so that with the addi- 
tional million sterling which it was pro- 
posed to grant from State funds to 
primary education, further advances 
might be made in the character of the 
in the interests of these 
village children. Many of the rural 
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schools were in respect of staffing, equip- 
ment, znd apparatus in a shameful con- 
dition, and it was absolutely essential 
that the local education authorities 
should not be freed from the control and 
inspection of Whitehall in regard to 
these important matters. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 32, at beginning, to insert 
the words ‘In accordance with the regula- 
tions for the time being of the Board of Trade.’ ” 
—Dr. Macnamara. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


(3.45.) Sir JOHN GORST thought 
the words of the Amendment were 
unnecessary. The object of the Bill was 
to shift the responsibility for education 
inthe rural parts of the country to the 
County Councils. Those Councils were 
composed of gentlemen who, in a variety 
of ways, had shown their strong interest 
in education by the provision they had 
already made in their respective counties. 
There was no primi facie reason to 
suppose that the Councils would not 
make proper provision for elementary 
education, or that they would require 
the regulations of the Board of Educa- 
tion to show them what to do. He 
reminded the Cominittee that the Board 
of Education already possessed absolute 
powers in regard to elementary educa- 
tion in every district in the country. 
Decentralisation did not mean that the 
Exchequer were to give these local 
authorities money to spend as they 
liked. The Board of Education was to 
retain the whole control of the Exche- 
quer money, and as that defrayed 
three-fourths of the cost of maintaining 
the schools the Board would be able to 
exercise a most powerful influence in the 
direction of efficiency. In the case of an 
ineficient school, the Board would be 
able to take away the grant, and thus 
absolutely fine the school. The Board 
nominally had that power at present, 
but it was practically impossible to use it 
because the inefficiency of a school was 
usually due to lack of funds, and to stop 
the grant would probably close the 
school altogether, or, at any rate, to 
render it absolutely impossible for the 
school to become efficient. But when 


the managers of the school were the. 
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representatives of the ratepayers, and 
could take out of the rates the money 
necessary to make good the deficiency, 
the power to withho!d the grant would 
be a very real power, and in the case of 
a really inefficient school would be 
exercised at once, because it would not 
entail the closing of the school, or even a 
reduction in its expenditure. It would 
simply throw the burden upon the rate- 
payers of the county, who might be 
trusted to take care that the County 
Council who represented them did not 
allow it to be possible for such a burden 
to be cast upon them. The Board of 
Education would thus have sufficient 
power to secure the efficiency of the 
schools, and the Amendment was really 
unnecessary. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 5.) pointed 
out that on several occasions they 
had been told by the First Lord that 
many of the powers of the Board of 
Education were to be handed over to 
thelocal authorities. The Vice-President, 
however, had now apparently gone 
back on that declaration, and conveyed 
the idea that the Board would in the 
future have all the powers it had had 
in the past. If that was the case there 
would be the same inspection, the 
same class of control, and the same 
amount of correspondence between the 
local managers and Whitehall as in 
the past. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I did not say 
anything like that. 


Mr. BRYCE said the managers would 
not be the same as the local authority, 
but would be under them. There would 
be three authorities to deal with, viz., 
the Board of Education, the local 
authority, and the managers. 


Str JOHN GORST explained that 
the Board of Education would not 
correspond with the managers of the 
school, but with the local authority ; 


the managers would be the mere 
creatures and servants of the local 
authorities. 


Mr. BRYCE said the Committee had 
been led to understand that the mana- 
gers, at any rate of the voluntary 
schools, were to have a very important 
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and independent position, but the Bill 
was so kaleidoscopic in its character 
that its aspect changed with every state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman. 
The questions to which answers were 
desired were: Would the control hitherto 
exercised by the Board of Education be 
diminished? Would the work hitherto 
done by the Board in the way of 
keeping the managers up to the mark 
be henceforth done by the local authori- 
ties? He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to answer those questions 


in the negative. That was entirely 
different from the view given by 
the First Lord. The Bill had been 


welcomed by many Members because 
they thought it would lead to decen- 
tralisation, and that the Board of 
Education would transfer some of its 
powers to the local authorities. They 
now understood that that would not 
be the case. The clause was one of the 
most important in the Bill; it came 
nearest to raising the question of the 
relations between the local authorities 
and the Board of Education, but it was 
impossible properly to deal with either 
the clause or the Amendment without 
some further explanation. To take the 
one question of inspection: were the 
schools to be inspected by the Board 
of Education inspector or by the 
inspector of the local authority, or by 
both? There was the greatest difficulty 
in understanding what were to be the 
relations between the two bodies, and the 
present was as good an opportunity 
as any for the right hon. Gentleman 
to explain more fully the intentions of 
the Government. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid) said the clause at first sight ap- 
peared todeal only with matters of routine, 
but it really raised the important ques- 
tion of the general relations which were 
to exist between the Board of Education 
and the local authorities, and upon that 
point the Committee were entitled to 
some further explanation. From an 
educational point of view, he agreed 
with the hon. Member for North Camber- 


well that in many places it would be | 
well to keep the control practically in’ 


the hands ot the Board of Education. 
Much of the difficulty in dealing with 
the various Amendments arose from the 


Mr. Bryce. 
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fact that some Members were inclined. 
quite naturally, to regard one part of 
the country instead of looking at the 
country as a whole. An indication of 
what would happen in English counties 
unless the control were in the hands of 
the Board of Education might be 
gathered from the warm welcome given 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the Sleaford Division to the 
statement that the managers would be 
the mere creatures and servants of the 
local authority. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slee- 
ford) said the hon. Member was quite 
mistaken; he made no exhibition of 
feeling, either the one way or the other. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought the 
right hon. Gentleman indicated that he 
entirely agreed that that ought to be the 
position of the managers of the schools. 


Mr. CHAPLIN again dissented. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS hoped, then, 
that in the course of the debate the 
right hon. Gentleman would state what 
his view on the point was. The 
practical questions involved were very 
important. Were the inspectors of the 
Board of Education to remain in their 
present position ? 

Sir JOHN GORST: Yes. 

Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said in that 
case there would be some control by the 
Board of Education. In the next place, 
was the Board of Education to frame 
the code ¢ 


Str JOHN GORST: It must do. 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that these 


matters were not clear from the words 
of the clause, and there were other 
points upon which enlightenment was 
sought. His view was that the Board 
of Education must be supreme in matters 
of education, and he should, therefore, 
support the Amendment. 


(4.0.) Siz: W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said they were all looking forward to 
having better schools, but how were they 
going to be procured? Where did the 


punitive power or compulsion come in! 
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With regard to the school managers, he be kept up, and if an uncertainty did arise 
presumed after the Act had passed they it would be because of the wide and _far- 
would be in very much the same posi- reaching generalities which were used 
tion as they were at present. Under about decentralisation by the First Lord 
the Act of 1870, School Boards might ofthe Treasury. When this Bill was first 
delegate their powers of management of introduced, many hon. Members said it 
a school toa body of managers, and they was a decentralisation Measure. The 
might remove all or any of those right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
managers if they liked. West Monmouthshire said that the 
County Councils were tied hand and 
Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: That refers foot by the Education Office, and then he 
ae was told by the Prime Minister that he 
to managers of board schools, but we are —* hr Sage, 5 thew thd then 
w talking of the managers of voluntary | }""° ontemy wang, aoe Cay as Seon 
st - 8 . * led to believe that this principle was 
schools. contained in the Bill. 


Sir W. HART DYKE replied that Jz, HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
no doubt the system tor all” schools shire, E.) hoped the Committee would not 
would be alike. [Cries of ‘No, no.”] Could  jnsert the words which had been proposed, 
any hon. Member opposite quote any for it had not been disputed that the words 
clause to show that there was to be a were unnecessary. This clause put the 
distinction drawn between the two! Jocal authorities in the position of the 
Hon. Members opposite had conjured up existing School Boards. The result of 
all kinds of possibilities, but they were inserting such words was very often 
in regard to some other Bill, and certainly | mischievous, because some new meaning 
did not apply to this Measure. Under had to be found for them, and they might 
this Bill he presumed that the same place the local authorities under still 
system would prevail for both board further restrictions. A good deal had 
schools and voluntary schools, and in been said about that decentralisation con- 
this matter he hoped the Committee tained in this Bill, but he understood that 
would be guided by common sense. The the inspectors of the Board of Education 
responsibility could not rest alone with would still perform their present duties. 
the local authority, and it must come He hoped the reports of the inspectors 
home to Whitehall to control the expen- would be submitted to the local authority, 
diture of these vast sums of money. At 50 that they might have an opportunity 
Whitehall must rest the punitive power. Of judging of the efficiency of the 
school. The grants would be paid through 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE (Wilt. the local education authority, and if the 
shire, Cricklade) contended that the ques- Board of Education inspector reported 
tion of the managers did not arise upon that a certain school was inefficient after 
this clause. The intention of the Amend-| Be had represented that fact in his 
ment was that the position should be nape’ to the local education authority, 
made perfectly clear. and he could the Board of Education might withhold 
mot really undesstead wey ts the grant and bring pressure to bear to 
right hon. Gentleman should not remedy the inefficiency. 
agree to insert those words. On the/! (4.15.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON 
ae sm oe — hg — \(Yorkchire, W-.R., Morley) said he 

e mores was Cesirable, and On| understood that the words which had 
the other side of the pa they had jeen proposed were in the Act of 1870, 
been told by the Vice-President of the and, therefore, it would be an unwise 
Council, that they could not possibly do thing to deliberately leave them out in 
any harm. the present Act. If they were a 
" R : serted, it would give the new loca 

Sir JOHN GORST: I never said that. authorities a kind of freedom which was 
I said the words were unnecessary. not desirable. He desired the local edu- 

|cation authorities to have plenty of 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said | elasticity, but not freedom, with regard to 
that if the words were inserted, the| the standard. If there was any doubt 
power ofthe Education Department would | about this point, it would be unwise to 
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reject this Amendment. It was more 
important now than it was in 1870, 
and for this reason: 
grants were now capitation 
The new grant should be a capitation 
grant. They were always told that 


the Department took some means of | 
securing that the money did not go to. 


the relief of ordinary subscriptions, but 
for the improvement of the staff o1 
apparatus. If they were able to secure 
that in the past, he thought the right 


hon. Gentleman ought to secure that | 


under this Act, when they were going 
to have twice the sum of money given 
as a capitation grant, the money should 
go to increasing the standard of education 
to be given in the schools. He thought 
that was a reasonable request. What 
they wanted was to have it made per- 


fectly plain in the Act that the Depart-_ 


ment had the power of the screw to 
compel the authority to keep up the 
efficiency and the standard of education. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said 
they could not really ascertain what 
the effect of the addition of the words 
proposed to be inserted would be, or 


whether they were necessary or un-_ 


necessary, until they had a full under- 
standing of several vague phrases which 
occurred in Clause 6. The effect of 
inserting these words after “shall” 
would be to finally determine the form 
of the Clause. The Clause said-- 

“The local education authority shall 
throughout their area have the powers and 
duties of aSchool Board and School Attendance 
Committee under the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1900, and the control of all 
secular instructionin publicelementary schools, 
whether provided by them or not.” 

And then the Clause went on, somewhat 
irrelevantly from a drafting point of 
view— 

* And School Boards and School Attendance 
Committees shall be abolished in that area.” 
What he could not understand clearly 
was what was the position under the 
first proposition of the Clause. Did it 
mean that the Board of Education would 
be in exactly the same relation to the 
local authority as the Board of Education 
was now to the School Board ? 


Sir JOHN GORST: Yes. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Very well. 
If that was so, the insertion of the 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 
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words of the Amendment might be very 
They might be necessary 
from certain points of view. They might 
materially after the relations between 
the Board of Education and the local 
education authority by extending or 
restricting the powers of the Board of 
Education—he did not know which. 
If the words “ subject to the regulations 
of the Board of Education for the time 
being’? were inserted, obviously the 
powers of the local education authority 
would be limited. 


Sr JOHN GORST said that when 


'he answered the speech of the hon. 


Member for North Camberwell he had 
not seen its terms, the Amendment not 
being on the Paper. He understood 
that the object of the Amendment was 
to give more power to the Board of 
Education. It was in reference to that 
that he said it was unnecessary, and he 
assured the Committee that the Educa- 
tion Department had sufficient power 
to secure the efficiency of the schools. 
Since then he had had an opportunity 
of considering the actual words proposed 
by the hon. Member, and he thought 
that all this time the Committee had 
been discussing what was not affected 
by the Clause. The object of the Clause 
was to give the new authority “the 
powers and duties of a School Board and 


| School Attendance Committee under the 
Elementary Education 


Acts, 1870 to 
1900.” The hon. Member for North 
Camberwell proposed that that should be 
done “subject to the regulations of the 
Board of Education for the time being.” 
What would be the effect ofthat? The effect 
would be to enable the Board of Eduea- 
tion to curtail their powers as a School 
Board, and to curtail their powers as a 
School Attendance Committee. The 
wordsof the Amendment would enable the 
Board of Education to modify or increase 
the powers of the local authority. That 
might be a useful provision, perhaps, for 
the Board of Education, but it might be 
utterly subversive of the real intention 
of the Act of Parliament. It would give 
the Board of Education a roving com- 
mission to modify the provisions of the 
Act by regulations made at their will. 
That was not what the hon. Member 
intended. He was sure the Committee 
would never give such powers to 4 
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Government Department. If it were 
desired to give more power to the Board 
of Education, this Clause of the Bill was 
not the place in which to give it. The 
owers of school managers 


Clause. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) thought the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell might be satisfied with 
thediscussion which had taken place. When 
he heard the speech of the hon. Member, 


would be! 


discussed when they came to the next | 
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the regulation of the central authority. 
That was a depletion of local autonomy 
which he would not be ready to accept. 
He was in entire sympathy with the 
spirit of the Amendment, but in the cir- 
cumstances he would ask his hon. friend 
not to press it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he understood 
from the Vice-President of the Council 
that the powers of Whitehall would be 


' unimpaired, and that it would not be com- 


he was inclined to strongly support the | 
Amendment. They were all agreed in the | 
desire that education should be kept up | 


ut a higher level than it had been in | 


some villages by the rural obscurantist 
School Boards and School Attendance 
Committees. The Vice-President of the 
Council had been one of the strongest 
critics of those reactionary bodies in the 
rural districts. He believed that the 
Vice-President would agree with the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell that the 
necessary pressure should be put on 
those districts. As he understood the 
question, the Board of Education had 
under this Bill fuller authority than 
under any previous legislation. With 
regard to the giving of grants, they 
would be perfectly entitled to withhold 
the grant if they were dissatisfied with a 
school. He understood that the 
additional million would also be subject 
in its distribution to the approval of the 
school by the Board of Education. If 
that were so, he wanted to know what good 
the Amendment would do. The harm it 
would do was that it would give the 
Board of Education power to interfere in 
the economy of a school in other subjects 
than the mere efficiency of the school. 
toman Catholic schools would now have 
public support in the shape of rates 
instead of private subscriptions; and if 
the manager of a school came to him in 
future and asked him to interfere with 
the Vice-President for insisting on 
greater efficiency and healthiness, he 
could refuse to go tothe Vice-President, 
because it would no longer be possible 
for managers to plead poverty, as they 


had done on previous occasions. He 
believed the Amendment would be 
mischievous, because subjects which 


should be dealt with by the local 
autonomous authority would be under 


petent for the local authority to reduce 
the standard of education. On_ that 
understanding, he would ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.35.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said 
it might be thought that the Amendment 
he now moved was an Amendment more 
verbal than substantial. The Clause as it 
stood read— 

‘The local education authority — shall, 

throughout their area, have the powers and 
duties of a School Board and School Attend- 
ance Committee under the Elementary Educa- 
tion Acts, 1870 to 1900.” 
Now, as a matter of fact, 
these powers and duties had already been 
expressly abolished, and as there were 
certain powers under the Elementary 
Education Acts of 1870, 1873, and 1876, 
which were abolished by Section 19 
and the Fourth Schedule of this Bill, it 
seemed to him it was absolutely necessary 
to insert the words he proposed, in order 
to make it quite clear that the powers 
and duties which were to be transferred 
to the local education authorities did not 
include those powers and duties which 
were expressly abolished by the bill. 


some of 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 2, line 32, after the word ‘ shall,’ 
to insert the words ‘ except as hereinafter pro- 
vided.’ ”—Mr. Herbert Lewis. 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, %.), said he hoped 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Amendment, because the Clause was per- 
fectly clear, and the powers and duties 
to which the hon. Member referred 
would not pass to the new education 
authority. 








151 Education 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that 
while he thought the inclusion of the 
words he had proposed would be an im- 
provement, after what the right hon. 
Genileman had said he would ask leave 
to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS moved the 
omission of the words— 

“The powers and duties of a School Board 

and School Attendance Committee, under the 
oe Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, and 
the. 
The object of this Amendment was to 
keep alive the School Boards, so far 
as the “powers and duties” were 
concerned. The Committee had already 
decided that there was to be one 
authority over the whole of educa- 
tion, and necessarily the School Board 
would be the subordinate body to the 
local authority. His Amendment would 
enable the School Boards to carry out 
the powers and duties assigned to 
them, subject to the control of the 
local authority. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that that ques- 
tion had been decided by an Amendment 
moved by the hon. Member for Rossen- 
dale, and cou!d not be raised again. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that there 
were two bodies by which the school 
attendance was to be supervised—the 
School Boards and the School Attend- 


ance Committees of the Board of 
Guardians. The object of the words 
inserted in the Clause was to make 


it clear that the powers and duties of 
the School Boards and the School 
Attendance Committees of the Boards 
of Guardians should be transferred to 
the new educational authority. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked if he was 
to understand that the meaning of the 
words in the Clause as it stood was that 
the local educational authority was to 
have control of education over all 
schools— whether board schools or! 
voluntary schools ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that his 
contention was that there was absolutely 
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no necessity whatever for the introduction 
of those wordsin the Clause, having regard 
to the fact that the local educational 
authority was to have the control of 
all secular instruction in the public 
elementary schools. Surely these words 
were as wide as they could possibly be 
made. As a matter of fact, however, 
he contended that all the powers and 
duties of the School Boards were not 
transferred to the local educational 
authority. He asked the Chairman to 
put his Amendment to the Committee 
in such a form as would not exclude 
other Amendments of substance lower 
down on the Paper. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 23, to leave out from the 
word ‘have’ to the word ‘the’ in line 35.” — 
(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that it 
was undoubted that if those words were 
omitted it would open up the question 
as to whether the powers and duties of 
the School Boards and of the Attendance 
Committees of the Boards of Guardians 


were transferred. They were «quite 
distinctive powers. 
Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 


said that if he understood the position 
correctly, he hoped his hon. friend would 
not press his Amendment, because in the 
rural districts they must get out of 
the hands of the School Attendance Com- 
mittee. His absolute conviction was, 
from what he knew of the schools of 
England, that if they got a County 
Committee representative of a large 
area, they would be much more likely 
to improve the bye-laws securing a better 
attendance of scholars, than if they 
trusted small parochial School Boards 
or School Attendance Committees of the 
Boards of Guardians. He was not oneto 


throw stones at the small School Boards. 


He had known small School Boards 
which had done good work, and he had 
known small School Boards which had 
done bad work, and he was bound to 
admit that except where they were 
adjacent to large towns and partook more 
of an urban character, small School Boards 
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and still more small School Attendance | 


Committees had as a whole failed. He 
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Mr. ALFREDHUTTON asked whether 
this would beso, because the School Boards 


hoped the words would be allowed to had no power to vary the bye-laws of 


stand as they were in the Bill, that his 
hon. friend would withdraw his Amend- 
ment with regard to that, and that the 
other points which it was desired to raise 
by the Amendment might be raised in 
another form. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON called atten- 
tion to the fact that the School Boards had 
power to re-transfer the voluntary schools 
which had been transferred to them in 
the past. The voluntary schools so 
transferred were innumerable ; they were 
unable to come up to the standard of 
efficiency required by the Board of Educa- 
tion and so were transferred to the School 
Board, which had not only made them 
efficient but had maintained them out of 
the rates. If the new authority were to 
have this power of re-transference and 
these schools were re-transferred, as in 
all probability they would be, the volun- 
tary school managers would be thrown 
upon their own resources to obtain 
voluntary subscriptions to maintain what 
was now a public school maintained out 
of the public rates. 


Sir JOHN GORST thought this 
question would be more properly raised 
under Clause 12. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON did not know 
how that might be. All he knew was 
that the School Boards had the power 
to re-transfer these schools, and he thought 
that by the new authorities they would 
be re-transferred wholesale. It would be 
in his opinion a most serious thing to 
re-lenominationalise schools which for 
years had been public schools maintained 
out of the rates. With regard to the 
attendance bye-laws, it had been suggested 
that those were transferable to the new 
authorities, but he took it that one of the 
bright spots of this Bill was that these 
bye-laws were to be abolished. 


| disastrous. 


Sir JOHN GORST pointed out that | 


this was really a legal question. Bye- 
laws were territorial, and prevailed over 


| 


the schools which came under their 
observation, and if all these bye-laws 
were transferable to the new authorities 
as successors to the School Boards, and 
had power to vary them, that would 
be sufficient. The School Boards had 
no power to vary them without the 
consent of the school managers, and as 
the School Boards under this Bill would 
disappear, he assumed these bye-laws 
would be abolished. 


Sm JOHN GORST doubted whether 
a local authority would be so foolish as 
to consent to administer a hundred 
different sets of bye-laws. If it was a wise 
authority it would make, he thought, 
one bye-law for the whole of the county. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said if that 
were so, there was nothing more to be 
said with regard to that matter. Another 
power he desired to refer to was with 
regard to the supply of sufficient accom- 
modation by the Department. At pre- 
sent the Education Department could 
compel the School Board to find sufficient 
accommodation ; would that power be 
transferred to the new authority ? 


Sm JOHN GORST said the new 
authority was compelled to provide 
school accommodation for the children 
within its area. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON in that case 
had nothing mure to say, except that he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
insert some words in the Bill to make 
it quite clear. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said the 
first thing the new authority would do 
would be to look over these bye-laws 
and see that they were put into a proper 
form. Hethought that, it this Amendment 
were carried, the effect would be most 
This Clause at present gave 
the new authority all the powers of the 
School Board, but if these words were 
inserted the local authority would not 


certain areas in the county. When the | be able to provide a school for a district 


Bill passed, 


be abolished, but the local authority | exist. 


would have power to vary them. 


| 


the byelaws would not! in which a School Board did not now 


He therefore hoped the words 
of the Clause would be allowed to stand. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether, 
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*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 


as these words stood, it was perfectly hopedthatamongtheimprovementswhich 


clear that the new local authority would 
be in the same position as if we had 
universal School Boards at present. 


Sir JOHN GORST was understood to 


assent. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that was 
an important admission, because the 
Bill was really establishing something 
like universal School Boards under the 
local authority. There was an ambiguity 
in the word “their” 
Clause. ‘‘ The local authority” it was 
proposed, “should, throughout their area, 
have the powers and duties of a School 
Board and School Attendance Com- 
mittee.”” The words were rather mis- 
leading, and it should be made clear 
that the words “their area” referred 
to the area of the local authority and 
not to the areas of the School Boards 
andSchool Attendance Committees, which 
would exclude non-school board areas. 


Mr. BRYCE said three points had 
been raised. With regard to the first, 
the natural reading of the passage 
would be that all the powers of the 
School Board within the area would 
pass to the new authority. It would 
also be a natural course for the county 
authority to provide a uniform set of 
bye-laws. Any doubt about these points 
raised by the form of drafting should 
be removed. The next point was with 
regard to the attendance bye-laws. 
After the passage of this Bill the 
educational authority would be the 
educational authority for one area no 
longer, and it would be particularly 


the Bill would effect would be the unifica- 


‘tion of bye-laws, which now varied in 


adjoining districts, though all conditions 


‘of population and trade were similar. 


It was most injurious to adjoining 
districts that these bye-laws should 


vary, and he hoped that the Government 


would, when the new bye-laws were 
submitted to them for sanction insist 
that they should be uniform and 


| require higher standards to the benefit of 


as it stood in the | 


education and the advantage of the 
people. 
SIR 


JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 


| Northwich) expressed surprise and alarm 


awkward to enforce one set of bye-laws | 


in one area and one in another, and 
therefore all the County Councils would 
make them uniform, no doubt, for the 
various areas. The third point raised 
was the power of re-transfer. If the 
power of the re-transfer of schools arose | 
later in the Bill, discussion could be 
reserved, but it was an important point, 
and he could not suppose that it was 
intended that schools taken over by a 
School Board should be given back by | 
the new authority to voluntary manage- | 
ment 


at the possibility of the new authority 
exercising the power to re-transfer to 
denominational management schools which 
had been transferred to School Boards. 
It was quite plain that the power would 
exist, and it was a disastrous prospect. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to tell the Committee that 
this part of the Bill would not be insisted 
on, because if it were they would have to 
oppose it very strongly indeed. 


Sirk JOHN GORST said the 24th 
Clause of the Act of 1870 empowered a 
School Board, on stringent conditions, to 
re-transfer a school to voluntary manage- 
ment. The conditions included the con- 
sent of the Education Department, a 
resolution of a two-thirds majority at a 
special School Board meeting, and _ the 
repayment of all expenditure upon the 
school from the rates. No doubt under 
the general words of the Clause, the same 
powers, with its conditions, would be 
vested in the new authority. He hoped, 
however, the Committee would find more 
convenient opportunity for discussing 
this point on Clause 12 in regard to the 
new regulations for voluntary schools. 
If, from the general powers, the Com- 
mittee wished to make this an exception, 
the schedule would be the place to make 
it. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
said it was absolutely necessary, in dealing 
with a matter of this kind, to test it in 
detail, and he wished to know how far the 
powers of the School Board were to be 
transferred to the new authority. First 
of all he desired to know if the power of 
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a School Board to dismiss the managers | these circumstances the position was so 


of a school would be transferred intact to | 
-ment would promise favourably to con- 
sider the repeal of Clause 24 when the 
Sr JOHN GORST said that would 


the new authority. 


depend on the conditions the Committee 
might think it right to insert in Clauses 
7 and 8 in reference to the position of 
managers. 


DILKE 


Dean, re- 


*(5.15.) Str CHARLES 


(Gloucestershire, Forest of 


minded the Vice-President that this 
point was not now being raised for 
the first time, but that it was dealt 


with by several speakers in the debate 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. 
The point was of first-class importance, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had sug- 
gested that it could be met by including 
Section 24 of the Act of 1870 in the 
schedule of repeals, but he had not said 
that the Government would assent to such 
an Amendment. It was essential that the 
Committee should know the intention of 
the Government on the subject, and until 
that knowledge was imparted these general 
words should be kept before the Com- 
mittee. Many of the powers transferred 
were, however, inapplicable in detail to 
the new state of things, and these general 
words ought to be carefully scrutinised 
from the point of view of such details. 
To take the one point of the two-thirds 
majority. What would answer to the 
two-thirds majority of the School Board? 
Would it be a two-thirds majority of the 
County Council, or a two-thirds majority 
of the Committee? That was merely an 
illustration, but it showed how productive 
of litigation these general words might 


be. 


Smrk WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) hoped the Committee would have 
some assurance from the Government 
with regard to the treatment of Clause 24 
of the Act of 1870. Quite apart from the 
difficulty of the two-thirds majority, 
which had been referred to, it had to be 
remembered that heretofore a school, 
when re-transferred, was transferred toa 
body prepared to take over its mainten- 
ance, whereas now it would be trans- 
ferred to a body which would continue 
to repair the buildings, but would not be 
responsible for the maintenance. Under | 


very different that he hoped the Govern- 


Schedule was reached. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said that although the stringent pro- 
visions of Clause 24 of the Act of 1870 
would prevent the frequent use of the 
power of re-transfer, it might be availed 
of in cases which otherwise would have 
to be met under Clauses 9 and 10 of the 
present Bill. In places where there were 
only board schools, but in which a 
considerable proportion of the population 
preferred a denominational school, and, 
by common consent, it was desirable 
that they should have such a school, the 
case might occasionally be met by a re- 
transfer of an old voluntary school to 
the denominational managers. To pro- 
vide for such a case he thought the 
words should be retained. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the 
argument of his noble friend was not 
likely to appeal very strongly to the 
Committee. It was perfectly true that 
the policy of the Bill was that under 
certain circumstances new denomina- 
tional schools might be built not at the 
expense of the denomination, but that 
was very different from a case in which 
a denomination was unwilling or unable 
to continue the cost of a school, and had 
transferred it to the local authority 
under conditions which made a re-transfer 
impossible unless there was some extra- 
ordinary change in local circumstances. 
It would be a rather strong order to say 
that there should be a re-transfer to a 
denomination when the burden of keeping 
up the school had been so_ largely 
diminished. His own inclination would 
be to say that this power of re-transfer— 
which he thought was rarely, if ever 
used—should not be continued, but that 
the denominations should be content with 
the very large powers given to them to 
erect denominationa! schools where there 
seemed to bea real necessity for them. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS in view of the 
concession made by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and the assurance that the 
point raised by the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs would be considered, 
asked leave to withdraw the Amendment 








159 Education 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.) moved to omit the words 
“and duties” from line thirty-three. 
While disposed to agree that the powers 
as to management hitherto exercised by 
the School Board should be transferred to 
the local Education Committee, he 
thought there was much to be said in 
favour of leaving the duties as far as 
possible in the hands of thelocal managers. 
‘There were many advantages in having 
a single authority dominating the 
primary schools in a county area, but 
there was also the danger of a diminution 
in the local interest taken in tbe primary 
education in the various towns and 
villages in that county. What was to 
be the real position of these managing 
Committees? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Dartford Division 
had expressed the opinion that they 
would be in pretty much the same 
position as at present, while the Vice 
President had assured the Committee 
that they would be the creatures and ser- 
vants of the local Education Committee. 
On the broad ground that it was well 
to place some responsibility upon these 
bodies, he thought there was much to 
be said for the Amendment. One of the 
duties to be transferred, if the Clause 
passed in its present form, was that of 
maintaining the schools in an efficient 
condition. That was already provided 
‘or by Clause 8 Then there was the 
duty of providing school buildings and 
suitable school apparatus. From the 
standpoint of efficiency a very good 
purpose might be served by leaving that 
responsibility on the shoulders of the 
local Committee. Ail would agree that 
the duties with regard to inspection 
should be discharged by the Board of 
Education and the county authorities, 
but the duty of appointing an attendance 
officer—who required to be a local man 
in order that he should know the local 
circumstances of each case—might be 
better exercised by the local Committee. 
The same remark would apply to the 
duty of making returns. It was very 
desirable that people should be induced 
to continue to take an alert interest in 
the management of the schools in their 
respective localities, and if such duties 
as he had referred to were left in the, 
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hands of the local managers it was far 
more likely that efficient men and women 
would be forthcoming to fill positions on 
those Committees. He believed the 
interests of education would be promoted 
by the adoption of his Amendment, and 
therefore, he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 33, to leave out ‘and 
duties.’ ”—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed. 


‘“‘That the words ‘and duties’ stand 
part of the clause.” 
(5.30.) Sin JOHN GORST said the 


hon. Member had spoken about what 
he called the local Education Com- 
mittee, but what that body was he 
had not attempted to explain. It was 
quite clear that nobody but the local 
authority could find the funds, and 
therefore upon that body should be 
put the duty of providing school build- 
ings and apparatus. As to school 
attendance officers, it was quite true 
that they might consult the local body 
of managers of their own creation to 
advise them, but they must make them- 
selves responsible for the carrying out of 
this important duty. In regard to the 
making of returns, which School Boards 
were bound to do, it was clear that 
some of those returns would be very 
costly, and incur a very large expendi- 
ture of money indeed. The examples 
which had been given by hon. Members 
seemed to him most clearly to be fatal 
objections. 


Amendment negatived. 


Mr. CHANNING said he under- 
stood that in the schedule the 5th 
Section of the Act of 1891 was repealed, 
and therefore the powers and duties of 
a School Board as regarded the provision 
of free places were omitted from this 
Bill. He did not see in any part of the 
Bill any provision which placed the same 
responsibility or gave the same power to 
the local education authority which was 
given in Section 5 of the Act of 1891 to 
the School Boards. He wished to raise 
this matter because it seemed to him 
to be a matter of extreme importance 
that the local education authority should 
have the same power of providing on its 





16 


ow 
vis 


Ge 


wo 
tio. 
to 
sen 
ful! 
per 
( 
be 
C 
x 
dot 
por 
pro 
int 
aut 


obl. 


\ 
ton 
not 
rigl 
plec 
Act 
cou: 


1 


Ns} 
Mer 
in 
that 
« 
in li 
tion 
eee 
unde 
prov 
acco! 
prov 
acco) 
ever 
D 
tok 
Govi 
not : 
had 
Tega 
scho 


SI 
diseu 


he sl 


M 
shire 


as 
al 
id 


J€ 


i 
h 
L 
of 


wn 


Som Or DO MDB TTA S 





161 Education 


own responsibility the making of pro- 
vision for free places. 
Gentleman could assure him that such 
power was already in the Bill, he would 
not press his Amendment. He begged 


to move. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, after ‘ 1900, to insert the 
words ‘and if at any time the Board of Educa- 
tion are satisfied that the authority have failed 
to perform any such duty, the Board may 
send them a oe requiring them to 
fulfil the duty which they have so failed to 
perform.’ ”__( Mr. Channing.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JOHN GORST said there was no 
doubt about the authorities having this 
power under the Bill, but he would 


promise that this matter should be looked | 


into, and he would take care that the 
authorities should be subjected to the 
obligation expressed in the Amendment. 


Mr. CHANNING said he was as- 
tonished that so important a point had 
not been fully considered before. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would give him a 
pledge that this particular section of the 
Act of 1891 would not be repealed, of 
course the question fell to the ground. 


Sir JOHN GORST: Really the hon. 
Member should not be surprised because 
in the third schedule it is provided 
that— 

“(5,) The following provision shall have effect 
in lieu of section 5 of the Elementary Educa- 
tion Act, 1891— 

“<The duty of a local education authority 
under the Edueation Acts, 1870 to 1902, to 
provide a sufficient amount of publie school 
accommodation, shall include the duty to 
provide a sufficient amount of public school 
accommodation without payment of fees in 
every part of their area.’ ” 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he wished 
to know whether it was the view of the 
Government that Clause 10 did or did 
not seriously modify the situation which 
had existed up to the present time with 
regard to the supply of the necessary 
school accommodation. 


Sir JOHN GORST said they could 
discuss that point upon Clause 10 when 
he should be prepared to argue the point. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby) pointed out that Section 5 
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of the Act of 1891 provided for a 
limit of age, and laid down that 
public school accommodation should be 
provided without payment of fees for 
children over three and under fifteen 
years of age. Sub-section 5 took the 
place of this provision, but it only im- 
posed the obligation of providing public 
school accommodation and said nothing 
about the limit of age prescribed by the 
Act of 1891. This Amendment raised 
one of the many questions which ought 
to be raised as to the powers and duties 
He wished to know 
if this was the correct method of raising 
these questions, or should they be dealt 


| with when dealing with the schedules, or 
| would they then be shut out ? 


* THe CHAIRMAN: I should say 
generally that they would not be shut 
out. This Clause is a general transfer of 
all the powers except those which are 
entirely repealed by the schedules. 
Therefore if the hon. Member wishes to 
transfer to a new local authority certain 
powers which appear now under the 
Schedule, his proper course is to strike out 
the repealed section under the schedule. 
If the hon. Member wishes to add to 
those powers I do not think he will be 
precluded in any way when we reach 
the schedule, this Clause being simply a 
general one. 


Mr. CHANNING said that having 
regard to the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman that the status quo was to be 
maintained, he begged leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that_ be- 
fore the Amendment was withdrawn 
he wished to know whether he could 
now or at some subsequent stage raise 
the question of the provision of free 
places in unsectarian schools. That was 
a very great grievance in some parts of 
the country. He asked whether, with 
the leave of the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire, the Committee would 
consent to allow the Amendment to be 


| amended by the insertion after ‘“ accom- 


modation” of the words “in a school 
provided by the local authority.” They 
were making a new departure in 
elementary education, and it would be 
a great dereliction of duty on the part 
of the House of Commons if they allowed 








163 Education 


this opportunity to pass of securing 
sufficient accommodation in _ schools 
provided by the local authority itself. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE asked 


whether the Amendment was in order. 


Mr. BRYCE submitted that this 
Amendment might well be considered 


in order. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
this Amendment would impose an en- 
tirely new duty. The Clause dealt with 
the transfer of existing powers. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: If a School Board 
has the power now which the hon. 
Member is desirous to have transferred, 
the words are not necessary, because 
it will be transferred. If they have not 
the power now, I do not think it can 
be put into this Clause. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*(5.52.) Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Lanea- 
shire, Accrington) moved an Amendment 
on Clause 6, providing for the insertion 
after “Committee” of the words ‘as set 
out in the fifth schedule hereto,” the 
object being to add a schedule to the 
Bill cleariy defining the powers and 
duties under the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1900, to be conferred on 
the new local education authority. 
He confessed when he first read the 
words imposing powers and duties of a 


School Board and School Attendance 
Committee, under the Elementary 


Education Acts, 1870 to 1900—that was 
thirty vears of statutory accumulation, 
and further complicated by Cockerton 
and other judgments—he was dismayed. 
If these were his feelings, having had 
the advantage of a legal training in- 
volving a more or less intimate acquaint- 
ance with statutes for some years, what 
must the feeling of the newly-appointed 
member of the new local education 
authority be when he was confronted 
with the appalling and unexplained 
responsibility conveyed in these words. 
Such a man would not in the least know 
how to start finding out what his duties 
and obligations were. An expert would 
be wiser. He would send immediately 
to the Vote Office, if he were a Member 
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of Parliament, or to Messrs. Eyre & 
Spottiswoode if he were not, and he 
would buy all the Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 to 1900. Then he would 
take the repealing schedule of this Bill, 
namely the fourth schedule to this Act, 
and he would proceed to strike out of the 
Elementary Acts, 1870 to 1900, all see- 
tions and portions of sections that were re- 
pealed by that schedule. Then he would 
make a careful abstract of what re. 
mained of the Elementary Acts, and 
from that he would extract a list of his 
“powers and duties.” That was how 
the skilled member of the new educa- 
tion authority would set to work—but 
alas for the amateur at this kind of job. 
He would be distracted, if not driven to 
insanity, or at least insomnia; and one 
thing was certain—that if his knowledge 
depended upon his own exertions, there 
would not be one in fifty of these new 
members of the new education authority 
who would ever face the task and know 
what his powers and duties under this 
Bill were. They simply would not do 
this technical work, and he did not think 
it was fair to ask them to do it unaided. 
Then why not do it for them ? His object 
was to give the new member of the Local 
Education Authority a bird’s eye view of his 
duties and powers under this Bill. When 
he has read this Clause and asked what 
were his duties and powers, the answer 
was clear—“look at Schedule V.”  Other- 
wise there was a danger that he either 
would never make his investigation at 
all, or he would be left to the guidance 
of a Town Clerk or some other ofticial, 
who would not, and could not be ex- 
pected to be a reliable educational autho- 
rity. From either alternative, he could 
foresee confusion and mistake. Nay, 
even supposing that a clerk to the new 
education authority did become a legal 
expert—and there were many able men 
amongst these corporation and County 
Council servants —the clerk in _ legal 
matters would become the Board, and 
a repetition in education of the in- 
fluence of clerks to justices, would 
be repeated—a condition of things which, 
he thought, was much to be depre- 
cated. So much for the convenience and 
utility of his suggestion. Now, as to the 
drafting. This was not so much a drafting 
Amendment, as a supplement to the words 
of the Clause—explanatory of the words. 
He did not attack the drafting. He 
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only desired to make it clear, so that 
he who runs may read and understand. 
Now as to the effect of his proposed 
words. He wanted only a declaration 
in the Clause that there should be a 
schedule of duties and powers. He did 
not ask the Government to prepare the 
schedule. He had had a schedule pre- 
pared for him. It was based on a 
paper issued by the National Educa- 
tion Association, which he had _ had 
carefully checked. It had, he believed, 
been carefully done, and against each 
description of power and duty there 
was placed this section of the Act 
whence that power or duty was 
deduced, so that the member of the 
new authority could be put at once 
on the spot. It might be urged that 
it would be dangerous to have such 
a list, lest some power or duty should 
be omitted. To this he replied, No. 
These powers and duties were nearly, 
if not entirely, statutory. There was 
no danger, provided the subject was 
attacked with industry and zeal. Even if 
there were such danger, it would not pass 
the wit of man to provide, after considera- 
tion, protecting words against limitation. 
Further, there was nothing in his pro- 
posal which would interfere with the 
form of the Bill, except perhaps the 
simplification of the repealing schedule. 
He desired that this Bill should be self- 
contained. A little trouble taken now 
would make these points and duties 
clear. If they desired a popular Bill 
let the Government make it a clear 
Bill. He offered it with all sincerity, 
desiring to improve this Bill, and 
he ventured to regard his suggestion 
as a real piece of practical legislation. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 34, after the word ‘ Com- 
mittee, to insert the words *[as set ont in the 
Fifth Schedule hereto}? ”°—(SirJ oseph Leese.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG J said _ he 
sympathised with the object his hon. 
friend had in view, viz., to make Acts of 
Parliament clearer and more easily 
understood. But it did not appear to 
him that that object would be obtained 
by the means «idopted by his hon. friend. 
The difficulties would, he conceived, be 
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increased rather than diminished by the 
adoption of the Amendment. Perhaps 
what was desired might be best secured, 
after the Bill had become law, by passing 
an Act consolidating all educational 
legislation, and issuing a text book con- 
taining in general and popular form the 
necessary information. in these cireum- 
stances he hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would not press his Amendment. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he sup- 
ported the Amendment, because it was 
an attempt to make an Act of Parlia- 


ment more simple for laymen. The 
right hon. Gentleman had distinctly 


argued on the other side of the question, 
and wanted to make Acts of Parliament 
more complicated than they need be, 
and to worry the general public by a 
text book which would be written by a 
lawyer. He wished to quote a judgment 
by the late Lord Coleridge on legislation 
by reference in a case in which the 
judges were asked to decide the mean- 
ing of a section in an Act of Parlia- 
ment-— 

‘This procedure of legislation ly refer- 
ence,’ said Lord Coleridge, “makes the inter- 
pretation of modern Acts of Parliament a very 
difficult, and sometimes doubtful matter. We, 
the judges, have perhaps the least cause to 
complain. We sit here tor the purpose, among 
other things, of interpreting Aets of Parlia 
ment, and we bring, or ought to bring, to our 
task trained and experienced intellects. But in 
practical matters of every day concern, such as 
the possession and exercise of the franchise, it 
is of the last importance that the law con- 
ferring it, and the rules which govern its 
exercise, should be easily comprehensible by 
the mass of the ordinary voters. We are well 
aware that protest as to past legislation is 
unavailing, but for the future todraw attention 
to a plain evil may perhaps be the first step 
towards its remedy.” 

He had other references in which judges 
had complained of the same thing, but 
he did not think he need trouble the 
Committee with further illustrations of 
the evils of the present system. There 
was no Member who had ever been 
called upon to deal with a far reaching 
Act of Parliament but had felt the 
difficulty which his hon. friend wanted 
to remove. If a man wanted to know 
what the Bill really did, he was told that 
the local education authority was to 
have all the powers and duties of a 
School Board and School Attendance 
Committee, and then he was referred to 
the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
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1900. If he purchased these Elemen- 
tary Education Acts he found, as soon as 
he got to the second of them, that cer- 
tain sections of the Act of 1870 were 
repealed, and if he went on through all 
the Acts he discovered that certain 
sections in previous Acts were repealed 
and certain other sections were modified. 
And then having gone through all these 
Acts and tried to understand them, he 
was advised to buy a text book, which 
might or might not be accurate, and 
which certainly had no authority. Why 
should not a simple schedule of the kind 
proposed in the Amendment of his hon. 
friend be adopted, so as to give those 
who had to deal with education all the 
information they required. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said there was not 
much chance in a particular case of doing 
anything which was contrary to the 
general run of legislation. There could 
be but one opinion, that the vicious 
practice of legislation by reference 
rendered it difficult for lawyers, and 
practically impossible for laymen, to 
understand Acts of Parliament. The 
right hon. Gentleman who answered his 
hon. and learned friend had spoken in 
sympathetic terms in reference to the 
matter, and he suggested that the 
difficulty might be met by a Consolida- 
tion Act. No doubt that was a way 
to solve the difficulty, but his right 


hon. friend knew well that there 
was not the slightest chance of an 
Educational Consolidation Act being 


passed within a measurable and reason- 
able time. He would like to ask the 
Government if the passing of such a 
Consolidation Act could not be facilitated 


by some alteration in the Standing 
Orders. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said such a 


Standing Order was already proposed. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said he did not 
understand that there was such a Standing 
Order in existence. At any rate, some 
alteration should be made in what was 
at present a very vicious practice. 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought his hon. 
and learned friend was entitled to the 
thanks of the Committee, and even of the 


Government, for the trouble he had taken 
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in preparing this schedule, which was a 
model, in point of clearness and precise- 
ness, of what a schedule should be. It 
was really a matter of the greatest possible 
importance that in this Act, which was 
going to be worked by large numbers of 
education authorities, there should be 
such a clear and brief statement of the 
powers and duties of the new education 
authorities, as was contained in the 
Schedule drawn up by his hon. friend, 
The President of the Local Government 
Board said that the members of the local 
authorities could provide themselves with 
a legal textbook ; but the ordinary layman 
found it as difficult to understand an 
ordinary textbook as the Act of Parlia- 
ment with which it dealt. The sections 
were interspersed with comments and cross 
references, which would make it difficult 
for a lay member of the local authorities 
to follow. The President of the Local 
Government Board had also said that 
they might have a Consolidation Act. 
He acknowledged that there was a 
proposal to facilitate the passage of Con- 
solidation Acts by a new Standing Order, 
but that was not yet passed. But over- 
loaded as the House was with work, it 
would be found difficult to pass an Educa- 
tion Consolidation Act, and, therefore, it 
was like asking them to wait till the 
millennium. He thought his hon. and 
learned friend had done very well in 
bringing forward this schedule. The 


only ditticulty was that it would require 


very close examination, but the law officers 
of the Crown and the legal Members of 
the House had got plenty of time for that. 
He thought the Government would really 
do well to accept the Amendment, and 
between now and the time when the 
schedule would be reached to give it that 
closeexamination to which he had referred. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he agreed 
with the opinion expressed on both sides 
of the House as to the undoubtedly 
great inconvenience to the public which 
now arose from the habit of legislation 
by cross-reference. He believed that he 
had been as responsible for legislation 
by cross-reference as his neighbours; 
but, after all, it was the inevitable result 
of the desire of the modern House of 
Commons to discuss at great length all 
important legislative measures brought 
betore it. Every Government had ex- 
perienced that difficulty, and had been 





ors Qa Bb’ om ee. ee 


th 
les 
ass 
th 
lat 
If 


wh 
wa 
Wi 
an 
ar¢ 
in} 
reg 
Ho 


mal 


eed 
des 
dly 
Lich 
ion 

he 
ion 
ITS ; 
sult 
B ot 
all 
ght 

ex- 
een 


169 Education 


been forced to meet it in the same way. 
An hon. Gentleman opposite spoke of 
a dictum of Lord Coleridge, in which he 
denounced legislation by reference; but 
he had no doubt that Lord Coleridge, 
when he was Attorney General, had, in 
drafting Bills, done exactiy what his 
predecessors had done. He was afraid 
he could not recommend the House to 
adopt the Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said that the matter 
was extremely simple and non-contro- 
versial, and he was quite sure, if the right 
hon. Gentleman could see his way to 
meet the supporters of the Amendment, 
there would be no disposition to discuss 
at length the schedule when they 
reached it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
consider the matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said _ that 
the Amendment of his hon and 
learned friend would command _ the 


assent of everybody on that side of 
the House. All were agreed that legis- 
lation by reference was a bad system. 
If the right hon. Gentleman were himself 
a lawyer, he would see the mischief 
which was now complained of. The evil 
was more pronounced, perhaps, in the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act than in 
any other. Under that Act complaints 
arose over and over again as to the way 
in which the Act had been drafted. With 
regard to the Amendment before the 
House it raised no very controversial 
matters, but it gathered into a convenient 
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form that which was put forward in 
Clause 6 of the Bill. There were many 
parts of the various Acts of Parliament 
which imposed duties on School Boards 
which had not been considered, and if 
they were not considered and dealt 
with now, the Government would only 
be laying up for themselves a great many 
difficulties. Nobody could say how many 
Acts of Parliament were dealt with. 
There were the Acts of 1870, 1873, 1876, 
1879, 1880, 1893 and 1899 and others, 
and was it common sense to ask the 
House to legislate on matters of this 
kind in this way ? There would be many 
persons dealing with the Act who were 
not lawyers but members of local bodies, 
and it was not conceivable to suppose that 
these men would not find themselves in 
a perfect quagmire of difficulties when 
they came to deal with these matters. 
In his opinion, in this Act they ought to 
have a complete code, so that anybody 
who ran could read the Act. He hoped 
the hon. Member who moved the Amend- 
ment would go still further and arrange 
a complete schedule. So far as the 
Amendment went he should support it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
suggested that there was a precedent for 
a schedule of this kind, and that was the 

Sehring Sea Fisheries Act, in which all 
the sections referred to were embodied in 
a schedule. Such a method removed 
much doubt and difficulty. 


(6.23.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105 ; 
Noes, 277. (Division List, No. 288.) 


AYES. 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Barns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


; Cremer, William Randal 

| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 

| Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

| Dunean, J, Hastings 

| Dunn, Sir William 

| Edwards, Frank 

| Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,SirFrancis H (Maidst’ne 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 

| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Gladstone, Rt. Herbert John 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Kt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


G 2 








Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill), Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Vambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reyinald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moulton, Jon Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reid. SirR. Threshie( Dumfries} 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, AugustusH ‘nry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Jalfour,RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, lrederick George 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benjamin 
Berch, Rt Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
seckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry ¢ 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Col. 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Br mssey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, John (George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A (Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Ceol, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain... Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Henry 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinelair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Pheniews Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A (Glamorg’n,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 


NOES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston. Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranuborne, Lord 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chath’m 
Delany, William 

Dewar.SirT. R.(Tower H mlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder Sir John P. 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Rt. Hn. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, Edmund B. (H: ants, W.) 


Fardell, Sir T. Georg 
Fellowes, Hon. . \ilwy sai tward 
Fergusson, Rtlin SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, William 

Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Michael (Lon. Unv) 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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Warner, Thomas CourtenayT, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norielk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R. ) 
Whiteley, ‘es we( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

W hitteXier r, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
gp sSirJd T( Hudder-fd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Josevh Leese and Mr, 
Corrie Grant. 


Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
(unter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, ac ed nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leig 
Harrington, Timothy 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-H: «ge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hige nbottom, S. W. 
Hovhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hogy, Lindsay 

Hope J. F.(Shefiiek A Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henr V 
Houk Isworth, Sir Wm. He mry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,Jno.( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd... Pottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCect! 


Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Capt. 
Johnstone, 
Joyee, 


Herbert Merton 
Heywood (Sussex) 
Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
King, Sic Henry Seymour 


} Law,Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 





Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Win. br. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lock kwoou, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., (Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 
Lyttelton, Hon. 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swiit 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Massey-Mainwariog,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montaga, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Monney, John J : 
Morgan, David.J(Walth mstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm/’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Moant, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

ankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rateliff, R. F. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Crreenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


} Richards, Henry Charles 


Ridley, Hon M. W.(Staly bridge 
tidley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Marray,RtHn AGraham(Bute | 
; Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
| 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nelan,Col. John ?.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | 


O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


| Seely. Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seely. Maj J.E B.(Isleof Wight | 


| Seton-Karr, Henry 


O'Conner, James (Wicklow, W | 


O’Conner, T. P. ( Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) moved— | 


no objection to this Amendment. 


JOHN 


form of 


SIR 


shorter words 


Acts ineluding local Acts.” 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT thought this | 
would be very much the better way of | 


dealing with this matter. 


Mr. BRYCE expressed his gratification 
at the acceptance of the Amendment by | question. 
at the same time he | 


the Government ; 


page 2, line 35, after ‘19v0,’ 
‘and the Canal Beats Acts, 1877 and 1884.’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he had | 
| 


BRUNNER 
would be 
convenient, and suggested ‘and other | 


Shaw-Stewarr, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanark-.) 


insert 
| agreed to. 


thought a} 


|add some 


| be found. 
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Smith, Hon W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthar(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward.Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M ‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJG(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vineent, Sir Edear Exeter 
Warr, Angustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesa, E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-( Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York. E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasvow) 
Wilson-Todd, Win. H.( Yorks.) 
W odehou-e, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Geo ze 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. A. 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrone and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The Amendment was by leave with- 
| drawn, and the substituted Amendment 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that so 
many questions had arisen as to the respec- 
tive spheres of control and management 
more | oceupied by the local education authorities, 
and local school managers respectively, 
'that it became absolutely necessary to 


the Bill showing 


What authority, for in- 


! stance, had control over the teachcrs’ 


salaries ? 


discretion of the local managers ? 


That was a most important 
Was that to be left to the 


Then, 


thought its acceptance made all the more | again, with regard tothe specific amounts 
necessary the schedule suggested by his | to be allocated to the different teachers, 
was that to be settled by the county 

Mr. WHITLEY in order to make | authority, or was that body to grant a 
the matter clear begged leave to with-|lump sum which the Managers could 
draw his Amendment, in order to insert | divide as they thought best ! He thought 
after “1900” the words “any other Acts | the ultimate authority in a case of that 


hon. friend. 


including Local Acts. 


| kind 


ought 


to rest with the local 
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authority and not with the managers. | might arise between the local authority 
Then there were questions which re- and the managers. It was impossible to 
lated to the schools and the expen- set out in the schedule the respective 
diture for books and apparatus. Hitherto degrees of control to be exercised by the 
considerations of economy had had to two bodies, and, as far as he could see, 
prevail in the schools; were they now to the only satisfactory solution of the 
have a régime of extravagance because difficulty was by providing that the full 
whatever was asked for would have to be control of the schools should be in the 
supplied by the kcal authorities ? Was hands of the local education authority. 
the supply of books and apparatus to be He therefore begged to move the Amend- 
left in the hands of the local managers ?, ™ent standing in his name. 

Then, with regard to school fees, was that 7 en ee 

to be in the hands of the education author- apenas aon bar 
ity, or was it to be determined by the ql pie? ime Bate, the worl shew 
school managers? The county to which 

he belonged had two secondary schools, Qyestion proposed, “ That the word 
one of which attempted to underbid the | « fu)’ he there inserted.” 

other by charging a lower fee, but the 

county authority decided that the fees — (6.50.) Sin JOHN GORST did not 
should be uniform in order that one think there was much difference between 
school might not underbid the other. “control ”and “full control,” and doubted 
Was it not possible under this Bill that whether theinsertion of theadjective would 
similar difficulties might arise, not by much strengthen the clause. The hon, 
under bidding, but by offering illegitimate Member had raised a great number of «jues- 
advantages, unless the education author- tions which had nothing to do with this 
ity had full control over the schools. Amendment, and would be more con- 
Another important question was as to veniently discussed on Clauses 7 and 8, 
the control of religious instruction in regulating the relations between the local 
the schools provided by the authority. authority and the school managers. lhe 
Was that control to be in the hands of present clause merely gave, in general 
the managers or of the authority? If terms, control over all secular elementary 
the former, he feared the managers education to the new local authority. 
would be appointed on_ sectarian Lhe local authority had the power of the 
grounds. In any case, it was desirable purse, and, therefore, he fancied that in all 
that the Committee should know exactly the minor matters which the hon, Gentle- 
whether the local education authority ™2" had mentioned that authority would 
would have full control in that respect. be able to exercise — veggcasir con- 
These questions should not be left to be ee oy a toned caahad 
ee aia ee Rae Be ities were going to pay the salaries, he 
. define tl ti ‘ h believed they would have a very potent 
ge omy a = : Se ee | wales in ie matter, and, as they would be 
of the —- aority and the managers. responsible for the efticiency of the school, 
Again, who was to decide as © they would have a potent voice in de- 
the use of school buildings and furniture Giqing what the staff of the school 
outside school hours? Further, if new cpouid be 

furniture had to be provided, and the , 

managers preferred a kind which) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
would be more useful for general the education authority, so far as it 
parochial purposes, would the local author- provided schools, might no doubt  pro- 
ity be able to insist on the provision of | vide them on its own terms, but with 
furniture primarily, if not entirely, suit- same te weluotess eile it might 
able for the purposes of the children of | find itself in iat “difficulty owing to 
the school? Another question was as to | thee scaliieainn at ths wad 0 etntael " 
oe wed apt cae, without payment, | If this Amendment were accepted the 
of furniture provided at the expense of | education authority would have, in 
the ratepayers. A number of similar | effect, absolute control over the schools. 
questions would occur to every Member, | The word “absolute” would perhaps be a 
in regard to which unnecessary friction | better word than that proposed by the 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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Amendment, but the adjective “full,” 
in his opinion at any rate, strengthened 
the power of the local authority, and he 
should, therefore, vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said _ the 
Committee had already decided that the 
local authorities were to have the powers 
and duties of a School Board and School 
Attendance Committee, and if they were 
to add to that the control of education, 
the latter must be something which the 
School Board did not, at present, possess. 
The Amendment was important only to 
the extent that it raised the question as 
to whether the absolute control of educa- 
tion in a certain area was to be given to 
the local authority. In the schedule 
the section had been abolished which 
enabled the Board of Education to put 
a School Board which did not perform 
its duties in default, and to take inde- 
pendent measures to organise education 
in that district. He took it, therefore, 
that, in future, the Board of Education 
could) not exercise those functions. 
What did ‘control of education”’ mean ? 
If he interpreted the words aright it 
meant that the Board of Education 
transferred the whole of its powers, free 
from any conditions or safeguards, to 
the local authority. If it did not mean 
that, what did it mean! He thought 
the Committee ought to have the 
assistance of the legal advisers of the 
Crown on these points of drafting, which 
sometimes involved questions of consider- 
able substance. The relations of the 
local authorities and the Board of 
Education depended entirely on the 
interpretation placed by the Courts upon 
the word “control.” As far as he could 
see, it would be within the competence 
of any Government in future practically 
to hand over the whole control of educa- 
tion now exercised by the Board of 
Education to the local authorities. His 
only objection to that, provided it were 
done under proper safeguards, would be 
in regard to the small towns of 10,000 
inhabitants. It was one thing to hand 
over the control to responsible bodies 
such as the County Councils, but to 
hand it over to these little authorities 
was quite a different matter, and, he 
believed, would be detrimental to the 
interests of education. He again asked 
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the Vice President of the Council what 
was contemplated by the word “ control.” 
Would the Board of Education have any 
power to declare a School Board to be 
in default ? 


Sm JOHN GORST - said _ the 
point was so simple that he would 
even venture to answer the hon. Member 
without the assistance of the law officers 
of the Crown. In the Schedule, Section 
16 of the Elementary Education Act was 
repealed, and that was the section which 
required the Board of Education to 
declare a School Board in default. This 
Bill contained what was believed by the 
Government to be a very much_ better 
provision. It would be very easy to go 
to the Courts and get a mandamus if the 
necessity arose. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked what 
powers the local authority would have 
that the School Board had not got at 
present. 


Sim JOHN GORST said the local 
authority would be able to take a general 
survey of the whole of the elementary 
education in their county, to make pro- 
vision fur it as a whole, to co-ordinate 
the different schools in the county, and 
fit them into one general scheme. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES © asked 
whether the Board of Education could 
obtain a mandamus against the local 
authority. 


Str JOHN GORST said there was a 
provision of that kind in the Bill. This 
might be a good or a bad proposal, but it 
was the provision that the Government 
put before the Committee, as a_ better 
provision than that in Section 16 of the 
Elementary Education Act. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that it was perfectly clear that 
the word “control” must be inter- 
preted by sub-Clauses a, /, c, and d, of 
Clause 8, which defined what was to be 
the nature of the control. He thought 
the Amendment was an extremely valu- 
able one. If they putin the word “full” 
in front of “control,” he submitted that 
it would be held that the word “full” 
gave some greater power than was given 
by the word “control” alone. He 
looked upon this word, not as a mere 
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adjective in front of control, but as a 
matter of real substance, and it provided 
that it was to be a full controi so far as 
secondary education was concerned. The 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
had said that they were perfectly willing 
that the local authority should have 
absolute control over secondary instruc- 
tion. Unless they put in some qualifying 
adjective, they would not get that com- 
plete and full control for the aided schools 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich was willing to grant. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) thought the point was one 
of importance, as it was proposed to define 
the extent of the authority given. The 
hon. Member opposite used the words 
“absolute control,” and if there was 
any doubt about the matter, and the 
word “full” would clear away that 
doubt, then he should be quite will- 
ing to settle the matter in that way. 
He had always understood that any 
terms used in an Act of Parliament were 
used in the full sense unless limited by 
express words or by the context. He 
should have thought that the word 
“control,” in the absence of any limita- 
tion, meant full control. There were 
duties and powers appertaining to these 
education authorities which were not 
clearly understood, such as the dismissal 
of teachers. He thought, however, that 
the proper way was to deal with those 
points when they were reached, and he 
yielded to no hon. Member in his desire 
that the control should be full and effee- 
tive, but he hardly thought the proper 
way to deal with it was by accepting 
this Ainendments 


(7.10.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS 
thought there was great force in the 
argument that “ control ” would be read 
as being limited by the words in the 
various sub-clauses of Clause 8, and there- 
fore he hoped the Government would 
accept the word “ full,” for it could not 
do any harm. He agreed that adjectives 
ought not to appear so much in Acts of 
Parliament, but it was necessary to adopt 
some word to show that there was nothing 
in the way of control which was outside 
the jurisdiction of the local education 
authority. He desired to make two or 
three observations upon this subject in a 
wider sense. When they were dealing with 

Mr. McKenna. 
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the jurisdiction of the School Boards over 
elementary education they had never 
before divorced the words “ control ” 
and “management.’”’ He thought he 
was entitled to point out that in the 
Act of 1870 they did not distinguish 
between “control” and “ management,” 
and he thought it was important to 
know the opinion of the Government 
upon this point. Under the Act they 
devolved from the local authority on to 
the managers of school matters of man- 
agement, but in the Act of 1870, section 
14, it was provided that every school 
should be conducted under the control 
and management of the School Board. 
Section 15 of that Act provided that the 
School Board might, if it thought fit, 
from time to time do certain things in 
regard to the control and management 
of the school. The hon. Member oppo- 
site had referred to the dismissal of 
teachers which he thought required 
full investigation, but was the appoint- 
ment and dismissal of teachers a matter 
of control by the Education Depart- 
ment, or was it a matter in regard to 
the management of the schools! He 
hardly knew what they were leaving 
in the hands of the authority. He 
should like to know whether the local 
authority, which was to have full 
control over all secondary and elemen- 
tary education, could in any way get 
rid of that control. He was rather 
inclined to think they could. Under 
this Bill, having regard to the portion of 
the section which they had already dis- 
posed of, he thought the education au- 
thority could give up its control if it 
desiredtodo so. He thought that followed 
by the provision made by section 15, which 
had been brought into this Clause. 
They were placing the control in the 
hands of the education authority, but by 
giving control to the manager they were 
allowing the local education authority 
to divest itself entirely of control, and 
they might leave the question entirely 
toa body of managers. This might turn 
out to be a very serious matter, for the 
managers need not be members oi the 
education authority at all. In some 
small boroughs or urban districts an 
obscurantist body might appoint certain 
managers to deal with education just as 
they liked, and that was allowed by the 
Bill. He thought they ought to know 
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much more clearly than they did now 
what was the dividing line between 
control and management, and they 
ought to make it impossible that this 
control, which ought to remain in the 
hands of the local authority, should be 
delegated to any body of managers upon 
which it was not necessary that there 
should be any single person elected by 
the ratepayers at all. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said 
the hon. ‘and learned Gentleman was 
right in saying that “control” and 
“management” had been used very 
much as synonyms, and that it was now 
necessary to make a distinction between 
them. Hitherto there were practically 
only two bodies—the Board of Education 
and the School Board. It was true that 
there was some power for the delegation 
ot duties, but the School Board had 


heen the managing body. The new 
authority was to be the controlling 


body and not the managing body. He 
urged that the Committee should make 
a distinction between control and man- 
vgement. It occurred to him that 
control was equivalent to supervision. 
Now it was proposed to insert the word 


“tull” before “control.” = Lawyers 
all admitted that adjectives were 
rather dangerous in Acts of Parlia- 
ment. Hedid not think anybody had 


given whole-hearted support to the in- 
sertion of the word “full.” The “con- 
trol’ referred to in the Clause was 
divided with the Board of Education 
which was the superior controlling body. 
There being double control, it would 
therefore never do to give absolute 
control to the local education authority. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said it seemed 
to him that the observations of the hon. 
and learned Member for North Mon- 
mouthshire were irrelevant to the 
Amendment. Ile endeavoured to point 
out the difference between ‘‘ control” 
and * management,” but it was difficult 
io sce how that was relevant to the 
question whether the word “ full” 
sould be inserted. It was either un- 
meaning or tautological. Adjectives were 
carefully to be avoided except in news- 
paper articles, where they were useful, 
especially when payment was at space 
rates, but the idea of bringing the 


{14 JuLy 1902} 


Bill. 182 


sobriety of an Act of Parliament down to 
the somewhat florid style of newspaper 
articles was novel and revolutionary, and 
he hoped it was an idea unacceptable to 
the Committee. ‘To insert the word 
“full” in the way proposed would be 
inconsistent with sub-section (c) of Clause 
8. He would be glad if his hon. friend 
would withdraw the Amendment. 


*Sm JOHN BRUNNER said _ that 
Clause & had been spoken of as 
a Clause of limitations. It was not 
so. Clause 8 described several powers 
which were to be bestowed on the 
local education authority. If the 
word “ full” or ‘absolute’ were inserted 
in Clause 6 now they would not be so 
nervously anxious to put every description 
of power into Clause 8. If the word 
‘‘ absolute’? were inserted now, they 
would avoid a struggle to get further 
powers for the local authority into 
Clause 8. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT 
would prefer the word “ absolute,’” to 
the word “full.” In support of this 
view he cited a letter, dated April 22, 
1902, written by the Secretary for the 
Colonies to Mr. James Grey Glover, in 
which the right hon. Gentleman said— 

* It gives to this authority, working through 
a representative Committee, absolute control 
of the secular education in the schools. The 
hours and the curriculum of instruction, the 
salaries of the teachers, the nature of the 
appliances, and the arrangements of the buld- 
ings will all be decided by the loeal authority, 
and although the actual nomination of the 
teachers is, in the case of the voluntary 
schools, reserved to the Committee of Manage- 
ment of such school, the local authority will 


he able to veto the appointment, or to secure 
dismissal if necessary, on educational grounds, 


said he 


He thought this a good reason for in- 
serting the word ‘ absolute.” He 
ventured to suggest that it was very 
desirable from the point of view of the 
hon. Member for East Somerset, to 
provide in this Clause that the whole 
power of dealing with schools on the 
secular side was to be given to the local 
education authority. Clause 6 conferred 
the power; Clause 7 proceeded to deal 
with the appointment of two sets of 
managers ; and then came Clause 8 
which was entirely a limitation Clause. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR cffered as a 
compromise the words “ shall be respon- 
sible for, and have control.” 
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This being accepted, the Amendment 


{COMMONS} 


| wanted a similar course to be followed 


Bill. 184 


was withdrawn in favour of Mr. Bal-| by local authorities under this Bill; he 
four’s words, which were inserted in the | wanted the local education authority to 


Clause. 


It being half-past seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 6: 


*(9.0.) Mr. YOXALL moved to add 
after the word “control ” in line 35, the 
words “and regulation” this referring to 
the control the Clause provides the 
education authority shall exercise over 
elementary instruction. He expressed a 
hope he would not be told that the words 
were superfluous. In this part of the Bill 
words were of very great importance and, 
if his Amendment were accepted, it would 
imply that the authority would exercise a 
regulating power over the aided schools 
of the district. Acceptance of this would 
achieve something towards the shortening 
of the Debates on subsequent parts of the 
Bill. The question was what was intended 
to be meant by the word “control.” Under 
Clause 15 of the Act of 1870, control and 
management were almost identical in 
their meaning, but now the Government 
proposed to set up a new meaning of the 
word “control”—a meaning it had not 
hitherto had in school law. Having 
regard to the context, it was almost 
necessary to add words to convey the 
new meaning. At present the School 
Board did exercise over its schools 
very effective control. It laid down 
regulations for the guidance of managers, 
for the management of the schools and 
for the direction of teachers ; 
London, Nottingham, and _ parts of 
Lancashire, it shared the management of 
schools with local managers. But it 
retained control in two ways—financially 
and in the issue of regulations, He 


and in| 


be compelled to make regulations for 
| instruction in secular education in all] 
| their schools. 


He understood the framers 
of the Bill were willing to give that 
control, and he, therefore, could not 
understand why the Government objected 
to it. The insertion of the words “and 
regulations” would do away with all 
chance of misconception. The Bill as it 
stood was vague to the last degree. 
What, for instance, were the powers of 
finance to be devolved on the managers 
of schools? He could not say, but he 
gathered from the Vice President that 
the local education authority would pay 
the expenses of the school direct. If not, 
then they ought to be in a position to 
make regulations as to the amount and 
method of expenditure, otherwise if the 
managers of the schools received a lump 
sum they might spend it as extravagantly 
as they pleased. In the interests of 
popular control, and in the interests of the 
sill itself, he urged the right hon. Gentle- 
man to accept the Amendment. Finally 
he asked—did the Board of Education 
intend to issue minutes on this point ! 


Amendment proposed — 


Tn line 35, after the word ‘control, to in- 
sert the words ‘and regulations. ”—(Jr. 
Yorall.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘and regulations ’ be there inserted. 


Sir JOHN GORST said the words 
which the hon. Member proposed to 
insert, and which he had spent nearly a 
quarter of an hour in defending, were 
words which really did not add anything 
to the force or sense of the Bill. They 
might not do any harm, but he had no 
hesitation in saying that the addition of 
them would do no good. A body which 
had a right of control obviously had a 
right to make regulations. Therefore 
the Amendment was superfiuous; it 
added nothing but phraseology to the 
Bill, and it did not produce greater clear- 
ness. He therefore thought the Govern- 
ment were bound to resist it. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES agreed 
entirely with the right hon. Gentleman 
that the addition of the words would not 
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in any way aid the object which he under- 
stood the proposer had in view. It would 
not be commended as a matter of 
draughtsmanship. If the word ‘control ” 
was to be construed in its ordinary sense, 
it included the power of making regula- 
tions such as the hon. Member had 
referred to. But he would like to point 
out to the Vice President that this kind 
of Amendment was produced by the very 
vague manner in which the Bill had been 
drawn. The word ‘ control” was not 
usual in Acts of Parliament, and its use 
might give rise to indefinite disputation 
in the future between public bodies in 
the royal Courts of Justice. He hoped 
the Amendment would not be pressed. 


Amendment negatived. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
the Amendment standing in the name of 
the hon. Member for Flint Boroughs, to 
add after “control” the words “and 
management,” is in order at this point. 


Mr. BRYCE said that if reference were 
made to the fourteenth and _ fifteenth 
sections of the Act of 1870, it would be 


found that the words “control and 
management,” were used together as 


terms to denote the authority of the 
School Board. Many hon. Members on 
that side attached great importance to 
the word “management.” They felt 
that as the School Board powers ineluded 
“management,” reference should be made 
to it in this clause also, 


Sm MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) pointed out that the phrase 
“manage instruction ” would have avery 
dubious meaning. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said his hon. 
friend simply desired to do as was done 
in the Act of 1870. 


Sir JOHN GORST: In the Act of 
1870, the words are “the control and 
management of schools” ; in this case it is 
“the control and management of instruc- 
tion.” The things are different. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said there 
was a great distinction between the 
words “control” and “ management,” 
“control” had a general meaning, but 
“management” signified a more definite 
interference with carrying on operations 
of any kind. He therefore submitted 
that the Amendment was quite in order. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN : It is true, as the 
hon. Member has pointed out, that “ con- 
trol” has a general and “manage” a 
special meaning, but if he will look at 
Clause 6 he will find that is general, 
while Clause 7 is special. If the words 
“and management’ were introduced in 
Clause 6, what would become of Clause 
7? The Committee would never have 
an opportunity of considering it. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) moved to insert the word “ in- 
spection” after the word “control.” 
He said that the object of the Amend- 
ment was to make the work of inspec- 
tion a positive obligation on the new 
educational authority. This was a most 
important thing under the new scheme 
of education which the country was 
entering upon. It was impossible to con- 
ceive that the authoritits who had the 
control of education for a whole county 
would be able to deal with it properly 
without the aid of inspectors. However 
active the members might be it would 
be impossible for them to visit the very 
numerous schools under their Juris- 
diction. For instance, in the case of 
Northumberland, how could they get 
to the schools in the out of the way parts 
of the Cheviots ! 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
notice that the matter which the hon. 
Gentleman is seeking to raise is provided 
for in Clause 8, Subsection (/.), which 
gives the local authority power to inspect. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: That only applies 
to voluntary schools. It does not deal 
with schools provided by the local au- 
thority. The only clause which dea!s 
with these schools is Clause 7. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: May I submit 
that with regard to schools provided by 
the local authority itself it obviously 
would have powers of inspection. Clause 


| 8 gives the necessary powers over other 





schools. 


Mr. TREVELYAN thought his Amend- 
ment could hardly be said to be redun- 
dant. It would be well to insert those 
words, for they wanted to encourage 
local authorities to undertake the duty 
of inspection. In no other way could 
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they carry out these duties effectually. 
One of the most valuable uses of inspec- 
tion under the London School Board 
system had been found to be the advice 
and information available when. the 
question of the selection of teachers for 
promotion came up for consideration. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In paye 2, line 35, after the word ‘ control,’ 
to insert the words ‘and inspection.’ ”—(Mr. 
Trevelyan.) 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rather hope 
the hon. Gentleman will see that the 
words he proposes, not only do not carry 


out his object, but that they militate ) 


against it. The House has decided that 
the local authority is to be responsible for, 
and to have control of, elementary and 
secondary education. Do you strengthen 
these words, or the reverse? I submit 
that they are so wide and strong that 
they are only weakened by any suggestion 
of the methods by which the control and 
responsibility are to be exercised. There 
is absolutely no doubt whatever that the 
local authority has the power of in- 
spection, and it would be ludicrous to 
suggest that they had not. I think the 
hon. Member, trom his own point of 
view, will be well advised not to press 
the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYCE did not agree that the 
matter was so simple. His hon. friend 
desired to make it perfectly clear that 
ail the powers the authority could want 
over those schools they should have. 
This Clause was the only one which 
dealt with schools provided by the 
local authority itself, and Clause 8 had 
no weight at all in determining what 
could be done here. What was neces- 
sary was to define the extremely vague 
term “control,” and he held that the 
Amendment was notunnecessary, as there 
was doubt as to how far the local 
authority could go, under the words of 
the Clause, in dealing with the managers 
of its schools. What were they to do? 
The House had just transferred the 
powers of School Boards. Those powers 
did not include the appointment of 
managers, vet by Clause 7 power was 
to be given to appoint them. While he 

Mr. Trevelyon 


agreed that in all probability the local 
authority would have the power of 
inspection, the Amendment of his hon. 
friend conveyed a more complete and 
detinite idea of these powers, and it wag 
well that they should be directed to send 
inspectors into schools managed by local 
managers. Although his hon. friend 
might be content with the assurance 
given him by the right hon. Gentleman 
he must say he did not think the 
Amendment superfluous. 


* (9.30.) Sin FRANCIS POWELL said 
that the LancashireCounty Council, under 
the Technical Instruction Act, did inspect 
schools, although he could not discover 
in that Act any word about inspection. 
But inspection naturally followed a grant 
of money—it followed from the power 
of supervision and control. The remarks 
which he had madein regard to Laneashire 
applied also to the West Riding of York- 
shire. ‘hey could not supervise educa- 
tion without inspection; and without 
inspection control would be wholly im- 
possible. 

(9.32.) Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he 
thought the Amendment of his hon. and 
learned friend was much more important 
than the right hon. Gentleman had been 
willing to concede. He had no doubt 
whatever, in his own mind, that even in 
the old days, if an hon. Member had 
asked the Minister in charge whether 
the local authority had power to employ 
and pay inspectors he would have got 
full assurances from the Minister that 
they would have ample control. But 
then a Mr, Cockerton might arise and 
get the Courts to decide that that was 
not so. They must have properly ap 
pointed inspectors to overlook the 
education in the schools, and it should 
be made perfectly clear that the money 
of the public could be used in the pay- 
ment of these inspectors. It was true 
that in the Act of 1870 there were no 
particular words to show that the School 
Board had the right to appoint inspectors. 
although it was constantly done; but it 
was thought necessary in that Act to 
provide that the schools should be open 
to inspection at all times. That was all 
that they wanted here, and then there 
would be no doubt that the local author- 
ties would have the right to appoint and 
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y inspectors. He knew of no decision 
orany Act of Parliament which entitled 
the right hon. Gentleman to say posi- 
tively that the Courts would necessarily 
hold that control included inspection. 
Inspection by the local authorities was a 
most useful and necessary thing, and his 
hon. friend was quite sound in desiring 
to put it into the Bill. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said the 
question turned on the meaning of the 
word “control.” By the Amendment 
tothe 5th Clause the School Board of 
the county borough of Cardiff would be 
got rid of, and he wanted to ask what 
would be the position of the County 
Council under these circumstances. 
There were many schools in Cardiff 
provided by the School Board, many 
voluntary schools, and continuation 
and higher grade schools. Would 
the County Council have the right, or 
would they not, to expend the money in 
the payment of inspectors! He had 
done his best to puzzle out what would 
be the effect of this Bill in regard to 
Wales. No one on either side of the 
House seemed to thoroughly grasp the 
situation in regard to the abolition of 
such Boards upon Welsh education. 
Would the County Council have the 
right to appoint inspectors and pay them 
mut of the rates or out of the money 
derived from Treasury grants ! 


Sir JOHN GORST: Certainly. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: The Vice- 
President said, “‘ Certainly”: but he was 
not at all sure of that; and the addition 
of the words of the Amendment would 
make it clear without altering the effect 
of the Clause. 


Mr. M‘KENNA said there were two 
grounds on which it might be alleged 
that the local education authority might 
appoint inspectors—first because they 
were the successors of the School Boards, 
and second, because they were re- 
sponsible for secular education. The 
words ‘‘ secular instruction’ applied to 
the aided schools as well as to the 
provided schools; but by Sub-section 
(b) of Clause 8 special power was 
given to inspect aided schools only; and 
in view of the Cockerton judgment he 
did not think it would be wise to refuse 
to accept the Amendment. 
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*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said that after what 
they had heard that afternoon 
there was no proposition so ele- 
mentary or so simple that was not 
arguable. He asked if there could be 


reasonable doubt that these 
authorities would have powers of in- 
spection? They were responsible tor, 
and had control of, secular education, 
they were bound to maintain and pay 
for the schools, and under these circum- 
stances was it not plain that the local 
authorities would have to satisfy them- 
selves that the education for which they 
were responsible, and over which they 
had control, was being properly con- 
ducted and efficient. It really seemed 
to him that the insertion of the word 
‘“inspection’’ would militate against the 
carrying into effect the wishes of the 
hon. Member for the Elland Division, and 
would diminish, by enumeration, the 
powers of the local author ties. 


any 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he thought 
that if the Clause as it stood was construed 
along with Sub-section (») of the sth Clause 
there was no power of appointing an in- 
spector except in the case of aided schools, 
Mr. 
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teacher had to deal with 


them. In such eases an inspector would 
insist on co-ordination. ‘The insertion of 
the words of the Amendment in the 


Clause would be an encouragement to 
the edue ational authori 
favourable step forward. 
ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen- 
f.) said that the second sub- 
Clause 8 provided for the 
inspection of voluntary schools, but did 
that mean the exclusion of other schools ? 
There was not i 
tion of a statute, and it seemed to him 
that to pass the clause as it stood there 
was a probability of the Courts of Law 
holding that they could not have inspec- 
tion of the schools provided by the local 
education authority. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said the 


hon. Member for Oxford University was 
strongly in favour of the appointment of 


tles to take that 
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inspectors. Then why, in Heaven’s name, 
not say so in the Bill and thus leave the 
matter no longer in doubt? The hon. 
Gentleman had not the same acquaintance 
with local bodies as he had. This was a 
subject which had been administered by 
Town Councils and County Councils, and 
these were bodies that were most argu- 
able when it came to be a question of the 
increase of rates. His opinion was that 
the definite certainty of the appointment 
of inspectors would be most advantageous 
to the education of the country, and 
economical besides. If the matter was 
= in doubt, and if each County Council 

Town Council were to interpret this 
Act in accordance with its own inclina- 
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and upset everything. All that the 
Amendment meant was to make the jn. 
tention of the Government more plain 
and clear. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wanted 
to know whether two or three local 
authorities could combine for ap 
inspection. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
they could. The suggestion of the hon. 
Gentleman was well worth consideration. 
and he would consider it. 


(9.53.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 68; 


tion, there would be various decisions, 
and in would come some Mr. Cockerton | Noes, 194. (Division List No. 289). 
AYES. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) | 
Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sit rg Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Ric hard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cremer, William Randal 
Davies. M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Duncan, J. Hastings 


| Hutte m, 
Kearley, 


Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, - 


Macnamara, 


M‘kenna, 
Mans field, 


Edwards, Frank | Mather, 
Kis, John Edward | Mellor, 
Eminott, Alfred 

Fenwick. Charles | Perks, 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, SirMichael{ Lond Univ. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grittith, Ellis J 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 


Rea. Russell 
Rickett, - 
Roberts, 
Roherts, 
Robson, 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 
| Helme. Norval Watson | Shaw, 
Alfred E. 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
H[ucson E. 

Leese.Sir. JosephF. (Accrington 


John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

‘ Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall | Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Reginald 
Horace Rendall 
Sir William 

Rt. Hon. JohnWilliam | Whittaker, 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen | 
Robert William 
Priestley, Arthur 


Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Charles Edw. (Statford 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamergan, E. 
| Thomas, F, Freeman-(Hastings 
| Thomas,J A (Glam rgan,Gower 
| Ure, Alexander 


Scott, 


(Morley) 





| White, George a ™ 
White, Luke (York, Rh.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Haliigx) 
Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Wilson, FredW. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
W ood house, SirJd T( Huddersf'd 


J. Compton | Yoxall, James Henry 
John Bryn (Eition) 
John H. 
William Snowdon 
tunciman, W alter 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Trevelyan and Mr. 
Evans. 


(Denhbighs. 


NOES, 


Bond, Edward 


Boscawen, 


Abraham, William(Cork.N. E. ) 
Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir 
Atthusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balearres, Lord 


> 
Bri ussey, 


Bull, 


Butcher, 


Balfour, Kit. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Carson, Rt. Hon. 
Balfour, Capt.C B.(Hornsey) | Cavendish, V.¢ 

Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds | ¢ 

Baliour, Kenneth R. (( — Chapman, Edward 
Banbury, Frederick Georg | Charrington, Spencer 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin Clancy, John Joseph 
Beach. Rt. HnSirMichael Hicks | Cochrane, Hon. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Bigneld, Arthur Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Blundell, Colonel Henry ! Collings, Rt. 


Mr. Broudhurst. 


Arthur Griffith- 

| Boustield, William Robert 
Andrew Noel | Bowles, yi H. F.( Middlesex 

| Albert 

Brooke ld, Colonel Montagu 
| Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Wiliam James 
John George 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Doogan, P. ¢ 


‘.W(Derbyshire 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Thos. H. - 


Hon. Jesse 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Seott 

| Dixon-Hartland,SirFr'd Dixon 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

A.E. Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdw: ard 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd.(Mane’r 

| F ield, William 
Finch, George H. 


Sir Edw. H. | Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohnE. 
| 
| 
| 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank. Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher. William ~ a es 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower. Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster. PhilipS. (Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn | 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir John Eldon 
(rose she n.Hon. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Harrington, Timothy 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, yaa eo gE 
Heath, James (Stafford, N. W. 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higy rinbottom, S. W. 

Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby. Sir William Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Lundon, W. 
Lyttelton, 


MacNeill, 
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Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said he 
desired to move an Amendment to leave 
out the word “secular” inline 35. The 
effect of the Amendment would be that 
the clause would read— 

“The local education authority shall through- 
out their area have the control of all instrue- 
tio in public elementary scnools whether 
provided by them or not.” 

As had been said more than once during 
the discussion of the clause, the real 


question turned on the meaning of the | 


: and he still invited the 
attention of the Prime Minister to the 
meaning of that word. The Committee 
had settled the religious difficulty with 
respect of secondary education; and 
it was now approaching the same 
difficulty in regard to public elementary 
education. The School Boards having 


word “ control ” 


practically disappeared from the scheme | 


of education which the Government 
proposed to establish under the Bill, they 
were face to face with the question as to 
what should be the powers of the local 
education authority. All he asked was 
that the control of all instruction, what- 
ever kind of adjective might be applied 
to it, should be given under the con- 
ditions of the Bill to the local educa- 
tion authority. Supposing the word 
“secular” was taken out of the clause 
what would be the power of the local 
education authority ? He did not think 
that they would, in the least degree, 
attempt to say what religious doctrine 
should or should not be taught in schools 
of which they had the use for the 
purposes of elementary education. On 
the other hand if the word “secular ”’ 
were left in, questions of the very 
gravest difficulty would arise. What 
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was secular education? The Bill stated 
that the local education authority was to 
have control of all secular education in 
public elementary schools. These schools 
were of two kinds; schools which had 
been provided under the Act of 1870 and 
schools, which might be provided under 
the Bill. Then there were the voluntary 
schools which were managed in a 
different way to the board schools. 
What did secular education mean as 
applied to these schools? Ii the word 
“secular ’’ were left out there would be 
really no difficulty whatsoever. He did 
not wish to argue upon an Amendment 
of that kind the whole question as to 
what should be the ultimate system of 
elementary education in the country. 
He wished to proceed by steps; 
but he would take that opportunity 
of asking once more what 
was the real and ultimate intention of 
the Government. He went further and 
said that if the word * secular” were 
left out they would havean opportunity 
of determining once for all, those 
religious controversies which the Prime 
Minister had more than once referred to 
as barren controversies in connection 
with educational matters. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn pave 2. line 35, to leave out the word 
‘secular. "—(Wr. Brynmor Jones.) 

(Juestion proposed, “That the word 
‘secular’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said, with all 
respect, that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man found ditiieulties where they hardly 
existed, and did not see ditticulties which 
appeared to him, at all events, to stare 
one in the face. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman saw great difliculties in dis- 
tinguishing religious from secular educa- 
tion. No doubt they might argue for 
ever as to what was secular or religious 
education ; they might argue for ever as 
to what was education atall. After all, 
they must use some language in a Bill, 
and the tnglish language was fairly 
understood, even by his Majesty’s Judges. 
He would point out a difficulty which 
the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
ignored. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man said it the local authority dealt with 
education all round, no controversial 


Mr. Bryn mor Jones. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 196 


questions would arise, because they 


would not trouble themselves about 
religious controversies. Under _ the 


clause as it stood, they were responsible 
for and had full control over secular 
education, but if the Amendment were 
adopted, they would be responsible for 
and have full control over religious in- 
struction. Then questions of dogma 
must come in. The Act of Parliament 
would throw on them full responsibility 
and full control; they could not avoid it: 
and the result would be that every educa- 
tion authority throughout the country, if 
the Amendment were embodied in the Bill, 
would be responsible for these dogmatic 
controversies, which , he agreed, were 
sometimes carried to excess, and which 
could not be avoided, if religion were to 
be dealt with at all. He could not 
imagine anything more fatal to the local 
education authority than the proposal of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, It 
was quite true it had been found possible 
in Scotland to throw that responsibility 
upon the local authorities, but in Scot- 
land they did not avoid all these dog- 
matic questions. The system worked 
well in Scotland ; but they werea re 
markable nation. He really did not 
think it would work in England. It was 
hardly a practicable proposal to say that 
every education authority in counties 
and boroughs was to have brought under 
its control the religious teaching to be 
administered in every school in the 
country. 


Mr. BRYCE said that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not appear to have quite 
grasped the meaning of his hon. and 
learned friend’s Amendment. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to think that 
his hon. and learned friend’s intention 
was, at that stage, to discuss the re 
ligious question. ‘The view of his hon. 
and learned friend that, at the 
present stage, it would be premature to 
determine that the local authority should 
have no control whatever over religious 
instruction. His hon. and learned friend 
felt as much as any hon. Member the 
extreme gravity and dilficulty of dealing 
with these religious questions. He 
agreed that in Scotland they had_ sue 
ceeded in dealing with the question. 
That was due, not only to the admirable 
qualities of the nation, for the right 
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hon. Gentleman’s reference to which he | 
was grateful, but also to certain happy | 
circumstances which occurred in the | 
sixteenth century, and which made the | 
Reformation inScotland a morethorough- | 
going piece of work than it was in) 
England. He passed away from that | 
tempting theme to the practical question | 
of the Amendment. If they put in the | 
word ‘‘secular” in the clause they | 
would determine the question, because | 
they would declare that the local | 
authority should have nothing to do| 
with religious instruction. They would | 
be face to face with the Question on 
Clause 8; and they ought not, at that 
early stage, when they had had no 
opportunity of considering the various 
solutions which might be suggested, to 
tie their hands in that way. If the 
clause were passed in its present form 
their hands would be tied. The local 
authority would have two kind of schools 
to deal with—the schools it provided 
itself and the schools it found provided 
by someone else. These latter schools 
would be dealt with under Clause 8. 
The natural construction of this clause, 
if they left in the word secular, would 
be to exclude the local authority from 
having any control over the religious 
instruction to be given in elementary 
schools. The Vice-President shook his 
head, and perhaps he might have some 
subtle argument to cover that point. 
The right hon. Gentleman might say 
that that would be one of the powers to 
be handed over; but there were powers 
now possessed by the School Boards, 
sich as the power of managing the 
schools themselves without appointing a 
manager, which would not be handed 
over to the education authority. ‘The 
natural construction of the clause would 
be that the general power possessed by 
the School Boards of providing for 
religious education would be negatived 
by the fact that secular education only 
could be given under this clause. It 
was clear that that ambiguity should be 
removed, and the natural and simple 
way to effect that, would be to use 
words covering all kinds of instruction, 
letting subsequent clauses limit, in | 
any way that might be necessary, | 
that general power. He did not think | 
his hon. and learned friend thought 
that they could solve the religious 
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difficulty with his Amendment. Far 
from it. It would only mean taking one 
step on the path leading to that quagmire, 
but they would not help themselves by 
leaving in the word “secular.” He was 
not going into the various solutions which 
had been suggested. One was that the 
local authority should have power, as in 
Scotland, to give or not to give religious 
instruction in the schools provided by 
itself. In Scotland some of the School 
Boards gave religious instruction and 
some did not, and he believed that in 
some of the western islands Roman 
Catholic instruction was given because 
the population was almost entirely Roman 
Catholic. Another solution was that 
there should be power to give unsectarian 
instruction, as was now given by most of 
the School Boards under the Cowper- 


Temple Clause. There was a_ third 
suggestion that the local authorities 


should have the duty imposed on them 
of giving some kind of religious instrue- 
tion with a conscience clause ; and there 
was a fourth suggestion that the local 
authorities should be responsible for 
providing different kinds of religious 
instruction. He was not at all without 
hope that, in spite of the difficulty of the 
question, if they gave themselves a little 
time before they entered on the discussion 
of that thorny matter, they might arrive 
at a solution which would greatly diminish 
the difficulty. All that the Amendment 
said was that they should not, at that 
initial stage, tie their hands, or in any 
way preclude themselves from coming 
to an ultimate decision on the question. 
All the Amendment meant was whether, 
at that stage, they ought to decide to 
restrict the powers of the local authority ; 
and he hoped the Committee would regard 
the matter from that point of view. 


Sirk. J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said the hon. and learned Member 
moved his Amendment with an air of 
simplicity which was very amusing. From 
end to end of the country they had 
schools attended by the majority of the 
school-going population for the sake of 
the religious instruction given in them ; 
and in his own constituency it was well 
known that the people were so much 
attached to schools in which a definite 
religious education was given that, in 
spite of the severe competition of the 
Board Schools supported out of the rates, 
the majority of the children attended the 
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voluntary schools. 
were passed, it would appear as if the 
local authority, which had no definite 
religious character, were to control reli- 
gious education in all classes of schools. 
It would be better to leave the question 
open by enacting that the local authority 
should control secular education ; and 
then the schools not managed in connec- 
tion with any denomination might be 
arranged for afterwards. He objected to 
the Amendment because it would impose 
on the denominational schools, of which 
he had been a supporter during all the 
years he had been in Parliament, an 
authority which had no claim to control 
religious education at all. 


Sir WILLIAM MATHER (Lancashire, 
Rossendale) said he wished to ask the 
Vice-President whether, under the Clause 
as it stood, it would be competent for the 
local authority, who were to be the heirs 
of the School Board, to give unsectarian 
religious instruction. If not, then it 
amounted to this—the local educational 
authority in the future could give no 
religious instruction whatsoever unless 
in denominational schools, which in- 
struction might be dogmatic and purely 
sectarian. The speech of the right hon. 
Member for South Aberdeen was a very 
important one, and the Amendment was 
not, as the last speaker appeared to 
think, a quibble, nor an attempt to get 
rid of the religious question altogether. 
It was a practical question affecting 
the proper education of all children in 
this country who did not go to denom- 
inational schools. It was a common 
opinion, held by all Members of that 
House, that some form of ethical train- 
ing, which was often in the best sense of 
the word religious training, should be 
given to the children, and he asked the 
Vice-President whether the new local 
authority under that Bill, if it became 
an Act, would be able in the presence of 
that word “secular” to conduct un- 
sectarian religious education. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that in the 
course of the debate that evening he had 
been repeatedly astonished at the 
ingenuity of hon. Members in raising 
objections to the words of the Clause ; 
but he though the most extraordinary 
objection which had yet been raised was 
that contained in the speech of the right 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen, which, however, he answered 
himself. As far as the Government were 
concerned they had no doubt that by 
the transference of the powers of 
School Boards to local authorities the 
latter would be able in the schools which 
| had been provided by the School Boards 
or by themselves to give such religious 
‘instruction as was permitted by the 
| Elementary Education Acts—that was to 
say, religious instruction which did not 
‘contain any catechism or formulary 
distinctive of a particular religious 


| . 
| denomination. 





*(10.35.) Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) said he wished for many reasons 
to controvert the statement of the Vice- 
President. If the Vice-President were 
right in his view, he could not under- 
stand why they should have provided 
that the local authorities should have 
all the powers and duties of the School 
| Boards, and then proceed to state that 
|they should have the control of all 
| secular education. Was that reasonable! 
If the Clause as it was now worded 
| were to be construed by any court of law, 
/it would, in his opinion. hold that the 
powers and duties of the School Boards 
| which were transferred were confined to 
oa instruction, and that the local 
authorities had not the power which the 


| Vice-President thought they ought to 
| have. He wished to ask the Committee, 
Was it wise, at that stage of the Bill, to 
tie their hands in regard to the matter ! 
Surely they ought to provide that the 
local education authority should have 
some control over religious instruction. 
That power ought to be lodged in some 
authority, otherwise there would be 
absolutely no control under the Clause 
with regard to religious education in 
these schools. That ought not to be 
and was never intended to be. Surely 
it was not necessary at the present 
moment to lay down any particular 
line with regard to any particular 
instruction to be given in these schools. 
It seemed to him to be very desirable 
that the power of giving unsectarian 
religious instruction ought to be clearly 
preserved by the terms of the Clause, 
and the easiest way of effecting that was 
by leaving out the word “secular.” 
That would give the local education 
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authority all the power necessary with- | 
out laying down any particular kind of | 


treatment in regard to the matter, or 
determining at the present moment 
what kind of religious instruction should 
be given. 
tion had worked remarkably well in this 
country, and School Boards had 
succeeded, by means of it, in doing 
enormous work. He challenged anyone 


who had taken the trouble to examine | 


the condition of education now as com- 
pared with thirty years ago, to deny that 
proposition. In the large towns, where 
unsectarian religious instruction had 
been mostly given, crime had diminished 
to an extent which was somewhat 
startling, and the general condition of 
the people had vastly improved. When 
he first went on the Midland circuit he 
remembered seeing from 90 to 100 
prisoners at the Nottingham Assizes ; but 
the School Boards had gradually brought 
down crime—mainly by means of unsec- 
tarian education—to such an extent that 
there were now only three or four pri- 
soners at every assizes. The School 
Boards had brought 
many places from being little better 
than savages, into a condition of law- 
abiding, industrious people. In London 
an enormous amount of good work 
had also been done by the School 
Board. They had succeeded in doing 


that, because they had appealed for and | 
received the assistance of the parents, | 
and in that way they had been able to | 
'to devise some means of preventing that. 


bring London into the satisfactory con- 
dition it was today. They could not in 
this country work a system of education 
unless they enlisted the sympathy of the 
parents, and unless the parents were 


given an interest in the education of | 


their children no system would work. 
He appealed to the Vice-President to 
consider whether he would not make 
some suggestion in regard to this matter. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would; because he thought it was of 
the greatest importance that they should 
be able to offer, in elementary schools 
throughout the country, as part of their 
system of education, Biblical teaching to 
all children whose parents desired it. 
The right hon Gentleman the Member 
for North-East Manchester said that he 
and the majority of the people in Man- 


chester were in favour of denominational | 
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Unsectarian religious instruc- | 
schools where the!parents wished it, there 


the people in| 
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schools. Of course, the right hon. 
Gentleman knew the condition of things 
in his own constituency, and had said 
that there was there a very strong feeling 
in favour of denominational schools ; but 
Mr. Mellor earnestly desired that in all 


should be some unsectarian religious in- 
struction. When they came to deal with 
the kind of religious education to be given 
in the denominational schools, they would 
have to be very careful to see that the 
particular doctrine taught in a school 
was the doctrine which that school was 
intended to teach. If a school pro- 
fessed to teach the doctrines of the 
Church of England, there ought to be 
some authority to see that those 
doctrines were really taught. That was 
a very serious and important matter, 
because if they set up, or allowed 
others to set up, denominational schools, 
they ought to see that those who taught 
in the schools acted fairly and _be- 
haved honestly. If they empowered a 
set of people to teach a particular 
doctrine, they ought to have some 
means of ascertaining that that 
doctrine was taught. ‘They ought not 
to allow a clergymen or any one else to 
receive money for teaching one doctrine, 
and then deliberately to set to work to 
teach another. Doctrines contrary to 
the Church of England had already been 
introduced intothe Church schools, and 
when the proper time came, on Clause 8, 
he hoped the Committee would be able 


If the Amendment were accepted, the 
result would be to empower the local 
education authority to give unsectarian 
religious education, and in these circum- 
stances, he hoped the Committee would 
accept it. 


Mr. H.C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.)said 
that the right hon. Gentleman challenged 
any lawyer to get up and explain what 
he would have understood himself if he 
had had any practical School Board 
knowledge. He spoke, not as a lawyer, 
but as having served on the London 
School Board, and as knowing something 
of how the work was carried on. If the 
right hon. Gentleman could not find 
time to wade through the reports of the 
School Board, he would recommend him 
to read the life of the late W. H. Smith, 
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upset, through this Bill, the system of 
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and in Volume II. he would find that the 
very first duty the London School Board, | denominational religious instruction in 
other and School Boards in the country, | the denominational schools. He did not 
under the Act of 1870, had to undertake | think they could do it, and if they 
was to determine, first, whether they | attempted it they would simply go back 
would have any religious instruction at all | into the wilderness for another twenty 
in their schools, and secondly, if 0, what years, and nothing would be done to 
it should be. Ifthat had been the work of , tackle this crying evil. If they were 
the School Boards under the Act of 1870, | beginning afresh, he would have un- 
what was there in this Bill to prevent the | sectarian religious instruction universally, 
bodies which took the place of the School | which he believed satisfied the bulk of 
Boards from exercising the same powers the parents of the country, and which, if 
and duties in this respect? As to the | they were left alone, they would acclaim. 
point raised by the right hon. Gentleman But they were not beginning again, 
opposite, ifhe had anydifficultyin deciding and they had got to do the best they 
what were the doctrines of the Church of | could with the existing system. But 
England, he would find them set forth | the Clause did not give what its authors 
in the Prayer Book. When any! desired, because of its ambiguity. It 





difficulties arose among the members of 
the oldest educational society in this 
country as to what the Prayer Book did 
or did not teach, those difficulties were 
settled by three Episcopal referees, and 


was no part of the duty of a School 
3oard to give religious instruction of 
any sort. Therefore, if the Clause were 
left in its present form, and the word 
“secular’’ emphasised, what would be 


he himself would much prefer the! the result? They would emphasise the 
Episcopal referees to the august wisdom | fact—-a fact not generally known, even to 
of the House of Lords or the trained | School Boards—that they could confine 
intellect of Cambridge. As the challenge | themselves to secular instruction alone, 
had been thrown out, he simply desired | That he would deplore. But unsectarian 
to say that the proper persons to decide | religious instruction would not be secured 
any such differences which might arise|in the schools of the local authority 
were the Bishops of the Church, and not | by simply leaving the first part of the 
any lay tribunal in the House or else- | Clause as it stood. The whole difficulty, 








where. 


Dr. MACNAMARA® said that the 


Vice-President had complained of the | 
ingenuity of hon. Members in raising | 


difficulties, but he thought the Com- 


mittee had a right to complain of the | 


ambiguity of many Clauses in the Bill, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman would 
bend his acute intellect to removing 
that ambiguity, it would tend to the 
better transaction of business. As he 
understood the Clause, it was to provide 
that the local authority, in its own schools 
and in the schools wholly transferred to 
it, should have entire control of the 
secular and religious instruction, the 


latter of which should be subject to the 


Cowper-Temple Clause, and therefore 
unsectarian. But in regard to denomi- 


| however, would be removed, and they 
| would arrive at what the Government 
| . ° 
| themselves desired, if the Clause were to 
run in this way— 
“The local education authority shall, through- 
| out their area, nave the powers and duties of a 
School Board and a School Attendance Com- 
mittee under the Elementary Education Acts, 
1870 to 1890, and the control of all secular 
instruction in the public elementary school 
| not provided by or transferred to them.” 


| Asharp distinction would then be drawn; 
and while, in the publicly maintained 
schools, the local authority would have 
control over the secular instruction, with 
power to give unsectarian religious in- 
struction, their powers in the other 
schools would be confined purely to the 
secular instruction, and the denomina- 
tionalists would be free to give their own 
denominational teaching. 


national schools, the purport of the | 


Clause, he gathered, was that the local | 
entire control | 


authority should have 
of the secular instruction, but no 
control of the religious instruction. 


For his part, he was not prepared to) 


Mr. H. C. Richards. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS thought the 
Vice - President could hardly _ have 
‘considered his own Bill. ‘The first 
|part of the Clause clearly and dis- 
tinctly gave the local authority all the 
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powers of the School Board, but the 
commencement of the next sentence 
showed that something was intended 
contrary to that provided in the previous 
sentence. He could not follow the 
argument that secular instruction meant 
unsectarian religious instruction. Unless 
this Amendment were adopted, the, 
Clause would state that the authority,! 
which had the powers of the School) 
Board, would be able to give, not un-| 
sectarian religious instruction, but) 
secular instruction, and that meant that | 
they could not give the other. He’! 
was inclined to think it would be unwise | 
to interfere with the old arrangement, | 
under which the denominations had | 
power to deal with the religious instruc- 
tion given in the schools provided by 
themselves; but it was clear that by this 
Clause the new authority would be pre- 
vented from dealing with schools 
provided by itself. The word “secular” | 
clearly limited the power, and he should, 
therefore, vote for the Amendment. 


(11.0.) Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick 
and Leamington) thought the inter- 
pretation of the word given by the Vice- 
President was perfectly sound. He 
contended that the control of unsectarian 
religious instruction was not excluded, 
because by the first part of the Clause 
the new education authorities were 
given the entire powers of the School 
Boards, and those powers were not 
limited by the words of the second part 
of the Clause. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said there was no difference 
of opinion as to what was desired; the 
only question was whether the object 
was secured by this Clause. It was 
agreed that such religious instruction as 
the School Board might now give should 
be permitted in the future, and that the 
local education authority should have 
power to control that religious educa- 
tion. According to the Vice President, 
the word “secular” meant religious 
instruction, provided it was undenomi- 
national. 


Sir JOHN GORST: I did not say | 


that. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS thought the 


right hon. Gentleman argued that it | 


included unsectarian religious instruc- 
tion. 
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Sir JOHN GORST: I never said the 
word “secular” included religious in- 
struction. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS said that at 
any rate the right hon. Gentleman recog- 
nised that the local education authority 
should in the future have the same 
power as the School Boards had had in 
the past in regard to the giving of 
Unless 
the word “secular” included such re- 
ligious instruction, it was clear that by 
this Clause they would be precluded 
from giving it. The word “secular” 
was used in contradistinction to the 
word “religious,” and secular instruc- 
tion meant instruction which was not 
religious. If that was so, how was it 


| possible to argue that by giving the 


control of secular education they did 
not withhold the control of religious 
education? And if the control of re- 
ligious education was withheld, they also 
withheld the control of undenominational 
religious instruction. The only way out 
of the difficulty was that suggested by 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell, 
viz., to confine the operation of this 
sentence to schools not provided by the 
local authority. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 


pool, Exchange) thought there was 
no difference of opinion as to the 


merits of unsectarian teaching ; the 
difficulty had arisen entirely out of 
the slipshod way in which the Clause 
had been drafted. It would be a 
most dangerous and unfortunate thing 
if, through any doubt in the wording 





of the Bill, the excellence of unsectarian 
religious teaching should be imperilled. 
All that was desired was fair play be- 
tween denominational and undenomina- 
tional schools. That the Christian in- 
struction given in board schools was 
excellent, was shown by the fact that 
scholars belonging to the board schools 
in Liverpool had again and again won 
prizes for Biblical knowledge over the 





heads of scholars who had been taught 
'in the denominational schools. It was 
said that that teaching was not imperilled, 
because the School Board had the power 
at present to give this undenominational 
religious teaching, and that power was 
| to be continued to the new authorities’ 
But he believed it was the case that in 


| 
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the construction of Acts of Parlia- 
ment general words were limited 


by particular words that followed. In 
that case, was there not some danger 
that, although a Court of Law might 
find that it was in the power of a School 
Board to give undenominational in- 
struction, yet when it came to the 
words that the education authority 
was to have the control of secular 
education it would find that the latter 
words limited the former? As a layman, 
he was afraid there was a danger of 
that construction being placed upon 
the word. Unless some assurance was 
given that, either in this Clause or in 
some other part of the Bill, this doubt 
would be removed, he would be com- 
pelled to vote for the Amendment. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE sug- 
gested that the clause would read a great 
deal better if the words ‘and the 
control of all secular instruction in 
public elementary schools, whether 
provided by them or not” were left 
out. The clause would then simply 
become a clause to transfer to the new 
authority the existing powers and duties 
of School Boards and School Attendance 
Committees. The hon. Member who 
had just sat down agreed that the 
words introduced a certain ambiguity 
about the religious instruction. The 
words either added or subtracted from 
the powers transferred, and they had 
to ask themselves very closely what 
the words really meant. If there was 
something which the Government 
wished to insert which was not con- 
tained in Section 8, would it not be 
better to put some general words at 
the commencement of Section 8? He 
had the advantage not long ago of 
hearing this question discussed by 
the members of the County Councils’ 
Association of England, and they were 
of the opinion that these words were 
unnecessary. 


Sir JOHN GORST appealedtotheCom- 
mittee whether it was worth while to 
go on discussing questions of drafting, 
when they were practically agreed as 
to the lines on which they wished to 
proceed. Before the Report stage, the 
questions raised would be considered 
by law officers of the Crown and 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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draftsmen and people of authority of 
that kind, and he had no doubt the 
result would be that the Government 
would be able to meet the House with 
either an official legal defence of the 
clause as it stood, or with such modif- 
eation as would bring it into accordance 
with what were the wishes of both 
Government and Committee. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said that he 
had always understood that the Committee 
stage was the proper time to thresh out 
questions of this kind. Because they 
had been discussing this matter for about 
one hour cran hour and a half, the right 
hon. Gentleman now asked the Com- 
mittee to proceed to a division. He 
wished to know what they were going to 
divide upon. The point they had to 
decide was whether they were agreed 
about the substance of this proposal, and 
the very thing they ought to do was to 
put that substance in appropriate Act of 
Parliament. phraseology. The clause was 
very clumsily worded. With regard to 
the powers of the authority over secular 
instruction, he would vote for the exclu- 
sion of the word “secular.” Where did 
the Government get it from? It was 
not in the Elementary Education Act of 
1870. He disliked the word in respect 
of instruction, just as much as he dis- 
liked the distinction drawn between 
sacred and secular music. This provision 
would not shut out from aided schools 
any definite religious instruction at all. 
Suppose the managers of a_ particular 
school believed in high Ritualism, which 


would be obnoxious at any rate to 
one of the hon. Members for Liver- 
pool, and the hon. Member for the 


Sowerby Division. In such a case surely 
the local education authority ought to 
be able to exercise some control over 
the religious instruction in that school. 
In this instance the managers might de- 
cline to interfere because they did not 
wish to make themselves disagreeable to 
the teachers. He went so far as to say 
that in all schools there ought to be a 
certain amount of control by the local 
authority in regard to all the instruction. 
They might, nevertheless, say that, with 
regard to aided schools within certain 
lines, certain definite religious formule 
might be taught, but that was not 
sufficient to take away entirely from 
the local authority all control. The 
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drafting was bad, and some control and | 
supervision ought to be retained over all 

the schools by the local authority, and | 
for those reasons he should support the | 
Amendment. | 
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there was hardly any scriptural instruc- 
tion at all. Was the local authority to 
have no responsibility for quickening the 
efforts of voluntary schools in regard to 
religious instruction? More than half 


| the children of the land were taught in 


Si RICHARD JEBB (Cambridge | 
University) suggested that the wording | 
of the clause might be made perfectly | 
clear if it provided that the local edu- | 
cation authority should have ‘‘the 
control of all instruction in public | 
elementary schools provided by them- | 
selves and of all secular instruction in 
schools not so provided.” 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT . said _ the 
Amendment just suggested did not 
cover the real difficulty put forward from 
that side of the Committee. What was 
really wanted was an Amendment to 
read in this way—‘“‘ and the control of all 
secular instruction in public elementary 
schools not provided by them.” That 
would cover denominational schools, 
which was, as he understood, the inten- 
tion of the Government. 


(11.25.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said 
that the Amendment suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge University was a considerable 
improvement, for it cleared up the point 
as to whether the new authority would 
be deprived of the powers exercised by 
School Boards. To his mind, however, | 
there was a deeper point than that. 
The words “ responsibility for and control | 
of” had been introduced into the clause 
by the Prime Minister, and that made a 
considerable difference. He should like 
to know if the new authority was to have | 
any responsibility at all in regard to 
religious instruction in the denomina- 
tional schools. Control and manage- | 
ment might be a different matter, but 
was the local authority to have no res 
ponsibility whatever for religious in- 
struction in British schools or even in| 
Anglican schools? The hon. Member 
opposite had told the Committee that the 
scriptural instruction in some denomina- | 
tional schools was very deficient, and | 
they had heard that in Liverpool the | 
scriptural instruction in the board schools | 
was superior to that given in the de- | 
nominational schools. It was a fact | 
that in some denominational schools | 


these schools, and they were constantly 
being told by the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Greenwich that religious educa- 


tion was by far the most  import- 
ant part of the instruction of a 
child. Was it suggested that re- 


ligious education should be withdrawn 
from the cognisance of the local 
authority? Were they going to confine 
the local authority to secondary instruc- 
tion, and give it no power to make any 
suggestion with regard to the religious 
instruction in denominational schools 4 
Was the local education authority to 
have no restraining influence upon the 
religious instruct:on given in denomi- 
national schools? As far as England 
was concerned, the local authorities 
would be dominated by men who be- 
lieved in denominational instruction, 
and they would simply have the lay 
element instead of the clerical element. 
At a Church of England school in Cardiff 
the pupils were taught a form of cate- 
chism highly offensive to the vast 
majority of people who maintained the 
school, and the Town Council should 
have some control in a matter of that 
kind. That catechism would be taught 
in the school he had alluded to, and he 
wished to know whether the Town 
Council of Cardiff, under this Bill 
would have the right to restrain the 
teaching of a catechism of that kind 
which was offensive to the vast 
majority of the people who maintained 
the school. Therefore, this question 
went much deeper than a purely draft- 
ing question. All they sought was th t 
in this country the local education 
authority should have that power which 
was given to it in every other country 


|in the world. There was not another 


single case in the world where the con- 
trol and management of denominational 
education was not subject to the con- 
trol of the education authority. In 
Germany, Switzerland, Ontario, Quebec, 
and in every other country except 
England, the municipality controlled the 
instruction, even where it was purely 
denominational ; and why were they not 
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allowed in this country to have a voice 
in the denominational and the religious 
instruction which was considered by 
some hon. Gentlemen opposite to be 
more important for the training of the 
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character of the children than any 
other kind of education. 

(11.33.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 228, 
(Division List No. 290.) 
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establishing in publie elementary schools 





*(11.45.) Mr. PRIESTLEY (Gran- 
tham), in moving an Amendment 
providing that the local edueation | 


authority should have the control of | 


all secular “ and physical” instruction, 
said that if justification for introducing 
this subject into the Bill was required, it 
would be found in the omission from 
the Bill of any clause dealing with a 
subject which to him, and, he thought, 
to many in that House as well as in the 


country, was one of some importance. | 


In applying the term ‘* physical,” he 
thought it was essential that it should be 


differentiated from any form of military | 


tr ining, He did not think the education 


authorities would be justified in employ- | 


ing public funds for the purpose of 
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any form of military training. His 
object was to see the application of a 
system of scientific physical instruction 
‘that had for its purport the efficient 
| development of the physique of the child, 
}and the consequent higher standard of 
general health and vigour. It was an 
opinion held by many to whom the 
|subject was one of interest that the 
| physique of our town-bred population 
'was, if not seriously deteriorating, at 


|least not maintaining that satisfactory 
| standard of capability which it is highly 
desirable it should possess. The English 
people were generally supposed to be a 
very practicable people, but in many 
| respects we entirely feiled, or refused to 


I 
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attempt, to apply to the ordinary con- 
ditions of life many necessary and bene- 
ficial methods of action, and he thought 
that in the case of our neglect to afford 
physical as well as intellectual instruction 
to the masses of the children of the nation 
was found a forcible illustration. In 
Sweden, a country which possessed 
possibly the healthiest people in Europe, 
the question of the scientific physical 
education of the youth of the country 
was considered, and rightly so, most 
necessary to the general well-being and 


happiness ofthe people. In New Zealand 


also, only recently a Bill had been intro- | 


duced into their Legislative Assembly, a 
Bill dealing with this question on the 
lines he had suggested. Amongst what 
was termed the upper and the wealthy 
classes in England, this question of 
physical development was considered to be 
a very necessary portion of the child’s 
education, but 
would 


so far as those in the 


future form the large wage- 
earning classes of the community, we 
entirely ignored the necessity of affording 
them, during the years of their growth, 
the best guarantee froma physical point 
of view of future energy and efficiency. 
The State had taken itself the 
responsibility of providing to some extent 
for the intellectual and moral training of 
its children, and he thought that it 


should also recognise that it owed at 


upen 


least a similar duty to the bodily health | 


and physical strength of those whose 
circumstancesin life did not enable them 
to participate in those forms of physical 
training and recreation which others 
more favourably placed were enabled to 
enjoy. The industrial future of this 
country would possibly necessitate a 
greater display of energy and vitality on 


the part of the labouring classes in the 


country than had been the case during | 


Mr. Priestley. 
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recent years, and he thought the State 
would not be doing full justice to its 
future citizens if it neglected, as far as 
legitimately lay in its power, to equip 
them with weapon intellectual, 
moral, and physical, to enable them to 
maintain that position among the nations 


which it was now our proud privilege to 


every 


pt SSESS. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 35, after the word ‘secular,’ 
to insert the words ‘and physical.’”—(Mr. 
Priestley.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


the 


some 


trusted that 


WHITLEY 
intended 


Mr. 
Government make 
reference to this subject. Possibly it 
might be better dealt with by a subse- 
quent Amendment, or a clause might 
be introduced, dealing with it by itseli— 


to 


Chairman 
Xeport to 


It the 
left the Chair to make his 


the House. 


being Midnight, 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again upon Wednesday. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL 
[Lorps]}. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1. 


to sit 


Committee report progress ; 


again Tomorrow. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 15th July, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The Orders made on 20th of June 
last and 3rd instant discharged ; and Bill 
committed for Thursday next. 
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METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC. 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER BILL. 

Read 3*, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bitl passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL, 
CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


NORTH 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE BILL [H.1.) 


Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to. 


EDUCATIONAL BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1. }. 


Returned from the Commons, agreed 


to, with Amendments. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL, 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAIL.- | 
WAY 


AY BILL. 


Returned from the 
the Amendments agreed to. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 

| Moved, That the Order made on the 
' 14th day of March last, ‘That no Pro- 
| visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday, the 
19th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 
2*; agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


ROTHESAY TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Read 3* (according to order), 
passed. 


and. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1* ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 151.) 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INDIA (FAMINE). 

Papers regarding the famine and the 
relief operations in India during 1900- 
1902 :-— 

Vol. I. British Districts. 

Vol. II. Native States. 

Trade Reports :— 

I. Annual Series— 

No. 2851. Germany (Frankfort-on- 
Main ; 

No. 2852. Austria-Hungary ; 

No. 2853. Mexico (Vera Cruz): 

II. Miscellaneous Series— 

No. 578. Trade and Economic State 
of Vilayet of Tripoli during the 
past forty years. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE GALWAY. 


Annual Report of the President, for 
the Session 1901-1902. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered. 
| to lie on the Table. 


Commons with | 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS ACT, 1901. 
Summary Jurisdiction Rules, made by 
the Lord Chancellor of Ireland: Laid be- 
| fore the House (pursuant to Act), and 
' ordered to lie on the Table. 


K 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment. 
The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be re- 
ceived on Thursday next. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments. The 
Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House, and by 
the Standing Committee, to be received 
on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed 
as amended. (No 150.) 

SOUTH AFRICA—FACILITIES FOR 

BRITISH SETTLERS. 

THE Ear, of CAMPERDOWN, who 
had given notice “to call attention to 
the desirability of offering facilities and 
inducements to British subjects, both 
male and female, to settle in South 
Africa ; to ask what measures have been 
adopted towards that end; and to urge 
that regulations with regard to grants 
of land, assisted passages, etc., should be 
officially published throughout — the 
Empire with as little delay as possible,” 
said:—My Lords, I have placed this 
notice upon your Lordships Paper 
because I have received numerous 
inquiries from persons in England and 
Scotland asking if I could tell them 
what are the terms of settlement in the 
new Colonies in South Africa. There 
are, I am sure, a great many persons, 
possessed of small capital, who would be 
willing to try their fortunes there if 
they had the opportunity, but it is only 
cautious and prudent on their part not 
to make any move until they know the 
terms of settlement and the chances of 
obtaining land from the Government 
when they arrive. I am quite sure 
there will be no difference of opinion in 
this House as to the desirability, and, 
indeed, the importance, of strengthening 
the British element in the new colonies 
and especially in the rural districts, 
for hitherto, even in the older colonies, 
the tendency has been for the British 
settlers to concentrate in the towns, and 
leave the rural life for the most part to 
the Dutch. Even in such portions of 
Cape Colony as the north-west, as we 
know to our cost, there has been a con- 


centration of Dutch influence and of 
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| Dutch inhabitants, and the result has 


been by no means favourable to British 
supremacy. Now we are entering on a 
new state of things altogether, and in 
quite another part of the country. In 
the Orange Free State, owing to the wise 
and prudent legislation and the liberal 
form of Government which existed, there 
were a certain number of British settlers, 
and British names will be found in con- 
siderable numbers. Among them I might 
mention, perhaps, Mr. Fraser, who was, 
at the last election, a candidate for the 
Presidency of the Orange Free State; 
and if he had been elected I believe that 
State would have been in existence at 
the present time. But in the Transvaal, 
however, things were quite different. 
There the object of the Government and 
the whole tendency of legislation and 
the administrative action of the Executive 
were in the direction of diminishing 
British influence and reducing the 
number of British settlers. We know 
what the result was. When the war 
broke out we had to face an almost 
united people against us, but now, my 
Lords, a different state of things has 
come to pass, and it is because this is a 
favourable moment for introducing a 
large British element into South Africa 
that 1 venture to bring this before your 
Lordships as a subject which I believe 
to be of urgent public importance. 

Up to the present the information | 
have been able to obtain has been of 
the most fragmentary character. I know 
that in both of the new Colonies and also 


in Rhodesia there are at the present time 


a large number of private land companies 
who have issued statements saying that 
they are prepared to receive British 
settlers on very favourable terms. Quite 
independently of that, there is, of course, 
the British Administration at Pretoria 
and at Bloemfontein. They have, if they 
choose to use them, excellent oppor- 
tunities, and I know that Lord Milner 
and all those who act with him are 
extremely anxious to obtain British 
settlers. My complaint, such as it is, is 
that it is very difficult to arrive at any 
trustworthy information on this subject. 
Indeed, the only extracts | have been 
able to collect have appeared in the Press 
since I placed this Question on your 
Lordships’ Paper. One is a Reuter’s 
telegram, dated July 9th, stating that a 
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policy of small farms, in the case of 
settlers taking up Government land, has 
been decided upon by Sir H. Goold- 
Adams, and that the Government have 
at their disposal thousands of acres, which 
are increasing by purchase and by the 
lapse of leases of Government farms. 
With regard to Pretoria, a letter appeared 
in the Standard from that paper's special 
correspondent, in which it is stated that 
the Transvaal Land Settlement Board 
proposes to settle men in small colonies 
of twenty or thirty ; each colony to be 
composed partly of men of South African 
experience, and partly of immigrants from 
Great Britain and the British Colonies. 
The correspondent goes on te say that 
the class of settlers desired will be the 
small capitalist with £300 and farming 
experience, married men being preferred. 
Special facilities will be given for the 
passage of settlers’ wives and families. 
The correspondent adds that the Govern- 
ment owns 5,600,000 morgen in the 
Transvaal. Though a large portion of 
that is not very suitable for agriculture, 
yet at the same time the amount of land 
in Lord Miiner’s hands is very large, and 
there must also be. derelict farms and 
opportunities of acquiring land cheaply 
by purchase. I think, therefore, that it 
is very desirable that at this moment we 
should know exactly what is proposed 
and what is going to be done. 


I would further point out to your 
Lordships that South Africa presents 
wnexampled advantages as a station for 
one of the Army Corps. For a long time 
to come it will be necessary to keep a 
large body of troops in the new Colonies, 
and the position is unrivalled for 
manceuvres and matters of that sort. 
The climate also is, on the whole, a good 
one, and if an Army Corps was stationed 
there, you would hold the central position 
in the Empire which guards the long sea 
route, the freedom of which is absolutely 
essential for our trade. I have only, in 
conclusion, to press two points on the 
attention of your Lordships. The first is 
that all these agencies, private and 
official, ought to be co-ordinated and 


thoroughly organised, so that they 
may work together and everybody 
may know what they are doing. 
In the second place, I nope that 


His Majesty’s Government will have 
their measures and their conditions of 
settlement, whatever they may be, clearly 
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stated and published broadly throughout 
the whole Empire. I believe it is 
essential, if you wish to get Scotchmen 
and Englishmen to emigrate, that they 
should be told clearly the terms upon 
which they will go out. A great many 
persons, if they Taow that the Govern- 
ment has promised certain terms, will be 
prepared to take risks which they cer- 
tainly will not think of doing so long as 
those terms are unknown to them. It is 
most important that the terms should be 
published over here. It is possible that 
something of them may be known in 
South Africa ; but I venture to think that 
they are not known here, and thesooner they 
are published in this country the better. 
In making these remarks I wish it to be 
distinctly understood that I do not make 
any complaint whatever against Lord 
Milner and those working with him. 
No one is more sensible than I am of the 
fact that these men have done work for 
the Empire which is invaluable, and that 
they have gone through labours which 
have been almost beyond human endur- 
ance. But it is only right to point out 
that now is the time to get the men 
before the land is occupied, and that at 
this moment there is an excellent oppor- 
tunity, if it be seized, of extending 
British influence and British settlers in 
South Africa. 


*Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, before 
my noble friend the Under Secretary of 
State for the Colonies answers the ques- 
tion put to him by the noble Earl, I 
should like to say a few words on this 
subject, and to join in urging upon the 
Government the extreme importance at 
this moment, not only of formulating 
schemes of land settlement, but of giving 
them the stamp of Government authority. 
The administrators of the Colonies have 
a difficult task before them, and if we have 
in this country young and industrious 
farmers, with a certain amount of capital 
at their command, both ready and willing 
to become settlers in South Africa, it 
does seem to me of great importance 
that they should be enabled in as easy 
a way as possible, to take their place 
in the building up and the development 
of that country. The noble Earl has 
referred to certain information which is 
known in South Africa, and he quoted 
from a newspaper a statement with 
regard to the land settlement scheme in 
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the Transvaal. 
draw your Lordships’ attention to what 
has been done in the Orange River 
Colony. So long ago as the end of last 
year a Land Settlement Board was 
formed under the Administrator of the 
Orange River Colony, and the office of 
this Board was established in Bloem- 
fontein. In March last inquiries were 
made of the Secretary of the Orange 
River Colony Administration about the 
scheme of land settlements, and a reply 
was received from Mr. Wilson, the 
Secretary, in which he stated that he 
had referred the letter to the Secretary 
of the Land Settlement Board, and he 
enclosed his reply. In this reply, after 
stating that in the then condition of 
affairs and the unsettled state of the 
country it was not possible to formulate 
any practical scheme, the writer 
proceeded— 

“T enclose a summary of the proposed 
terms under which approved settlers can occupy 
and acquire land. These terms have not been 
finally vecided upon, and there is every reason 
to expect that the main conditions therein 
contained will be adopted. I understand that 
a hand book#for the Orange River Colony is 
being prepared, containing ali necessary 
information for settlers, and will be obtainable 
when ready at the office of the Emigration 
Information Bureau at Westminster.” 


Having made inquiries at the Emigration 
Information Bureau, I learn that this 
hand-book has not vet been published, but 
it is likely to be published within the next 
three or four weeks. What I want to 
draw the attention of the House to is 
the fact that a good deal of information 
seems to have been issued in South 
Africa, not only in regard to the Trans- 
vaal and the Orange River Colony, but 
also, I believe, as to the terms offered 
by the Chartered Company in Rhodesia, 
and by others in Natal; but this infor- 
mation is, as Lord Camperdown has said, 
of too vague a character to attract 
respectable young farmers in this country, 
and it is not likely that they will take 
the risk—it is hardly right that they 
should do so—of going out to South 
Africa and investing their capital on 
terms which are not quite certain. I 
have seen it stated that it is not desir- 
able at this moment to take steps to 
import any large number of British sub- 
jects into the South African Colonies. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: Hear, hear! 
Lord Windsor. 
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*LorD WINDSOR: And the incredible 
argument has been used that it is pro- 
posed, for the purpose of getting a 
dominant British element in South 
Africa, in order to swamp the Dutch 
element. Such a suggestion is now 
preposterous. There is no question 
whatever of a dominant influence. 
There is an opportunity now which 
there never has been before of developing 
the resources of South Africa, and it is 
clearly the duty of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to see that some of the best ele- 
ments of the over-crowded population of 
this country should be able to take 
advantage of the resources of the South 
African Colonies. I am not blaming the 
Government in any way; for aught I 
know, the Government are engaged 
on this question. I only wish to 
emphasise the points raised by my noble 
friend, and to urge the Government to 
let the public know what they are do- 
ing, for unless they very shortly make 
their scheme public they will be unable 
to take advantage of the services of 
young farmers and promising young 
future colonists at the present time 
when they are very much needed. 


Lorp LOVAT: My Lords, the two 
noble Lords who have preceded me have 
approached the subject from a civilian 
point of view. 1 wish to say a word or 
two from the point of view of the 
soldiers who have been fighting in South 
Africa. The noble Earl’s question 
divides itself into two parts. First of 
all, it calls attention to the desirability 
of offering facilities and inducements 
to British subjects to settle in South 
Africa ; and, secondly, urges that regu- 
lations with regard to grants of land 
should be officially published. So far as 
the soldiers in South Africa are con- 
cerned, the terms upon which they can 
settle in that country have been issued 
and are well understood throughout the 
Army. I regret to say that those terms 
are such, and are so well understood, 
that the British soldier who has been 
fighting out there does not think they 
are worthy of consideration. They are 
a class of men who are anxious to settle 
in South Africa, but have only the 
capital they have saved during the 
war. The average soldier, in the Yeo- 
manry especially, has saved from £70: 
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to £150. But, according to the official; and gallant Lord, whom we are s80 


statement, a capital of £300 is required | 


asthe minimum. Therefore no facilities 
are given in the scheme which has been 
published in South Africa, and which, I 


understand, will be laid before the House | 


today, to a class of persons who are 
surely a valuable asset in the new Colonies, 
because no man with less than £300 can 
purchase Sufficient land to live upon. 
In the whole of the Orange River Colony 
athousand complete teams of oxen are 
allowed for the repatriation scheme, the 
average price per team being £250. A 
man cannot plough his land without 


oxen, and therefore he will require an 


additional sum for this purpose and to 
erect a house in which to live. 
no lack of land in South Africa, either in 
the Transvaal or in the Orange River 
Colony, but what I wish particularly to 
bring to the notice of the House is, that 
there is little or no inducement offered to 
the soldierly element to settle in the 
country. There is room to settle almost 
any number of men, but at present, out- 
side the towns, there is an overwhelming 
number of Boers, who completly swamp 
the British settlers. In order to change 
this, and to get the people we want, we 
must offer very much better terms than 
any at present suggested. I desire to 
support the suggestion of the noble Earl 
who initiated this discussion in favour 
of the unification of method, and the 
bringing of allthe schemes together. By 
this means, and by the offering of better 
terms, it will be possible to get British 
settlers where they are very much needed. 


After all, we ought to do something for | 


the men out there who have fought our 
battles and who are ready to settle in 
the country ifthey are given the oppor- 
tunity. I have been amongst the men, 


and I believe if money were brought to, 


support their enthusiasm and patriotism 


we should have a most desirable number | 


of settlers. I calculate that for an ex- 
penditure of £4,000,000 a minimum of 
5,000 persons could be settied, who, 


without some such assistance, will be. 


‘into the discouragements 


There is | 


glad to welcome back from his dashing 
and successful service in South Africa, 
which he 
perceives to reside in the terms offered 
to the military community to settle in 
South Africa. I will address the little 
I have to say to the civilian settler 
question. The noble Lord who spoke 


first referred to the north-west portion 


I myself went out 


of Cape Colony. 


to South Africa and travelled through 


that part of the country. I went from 
Malmesbury to Lamberts Bay, right 
through the farming country. I had 
a sort of roving commission on behalf 
of some friends of mine in Craven, in 
the West Riding of Yorkshire—a great 
stock raising and sheep-farming district 
—to use my eyes as best I could and 
to tell them what I thought about the 
eountry. I have been, asit were, brought 


‘upontheland. I havelost money on the 
‘land and made a little money on the 


land, and one can hardly help picking 
up something here and there. I went 
about a good deal when in South Africa, 
and had the advantage of talking over 
these things with the Intelligence Officer 
of Colonel Kavanagh’s column, who was 
himself a very large farmer in the Orange 
Free State. In addition, I had the further 
advantage of stopping for a night or 
two, when we were on trek, at large 
farms. I had, therefore, the opportunity . 
of forming some opinion about the 
country, though, of course, mine were 
mere bird - of - passage impressions. 
Lord Camperdown spoke of the de- 
sirability of encouraging British settlers 
in South Africa. I do not suppose 
anyone would dispute the fact that 
that would be a most desirable thing, 
if it could be carried out, nor would 
anyone dispute the value of the sug- 
gestions as to the unification and con- 
centration of effort, so that intending 
settlers should know to a tolerable degree 
of certainty what help they were likely 
to get from the Government when they 
got out there. But I am bound to say 


likely to become, eventually, members of | that, in my opinion, there is no great 


that most objectionable class known as 
* poor whites.” 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 
do not propose, in the few remarks 
I have ts make, to follow the noble 





hurry. The Dutch are, and must con- 
tinue to be, the agricultural backbone of 
Seuth Africa, and I believe that is what 
you have to strengthen and elasticise. 
The noble Earl also spoke of rural life in 
South Africa. If anyone went out there 
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expecting to find what is generally under- | 


stood as rural life here, he would have 
to completely remodel his ideas on a 
great many subjects. The rural life in 
South Africa is very different from that 
described in Goldsmith’s poem during 
the happier days of Sweet Auburn before 
wealth accumulated and men decayed. 
The rural life in many parts of South 
Africa is more like that enjoyed by 
Alexander Selkirk on his desert island. 
No doubt money is to be made, but I 
believe the ordinary small farmer who 
went out to South Africa would fare 
very badly. He would find very little 
distraction in the French sense of the 
word, and a good deal in the English 
sense. These considerations, I think, 
are all in favour of delay. I should 
not advise any one to go out there 
unless he was able to take with 
him, in addition to the money he 
proposes to put into his farm, sufficient 
to support himself for twelve months or 
so, so that he might have a good look 


round before investing either his own , 


or the Government loan money. 


THe Ear, OF MAYO: My Lords, I 
rise to support what has been said by 
my noble friend Lord Camperdown and 
by the noble Lord beside me, Lord 
Windsor, the President of the South 
African Association, of the Committee 
of which I have the honour to be a 
‘member. I do not see why the noble 
Lord opposite should throw cold water 
on the suggestion of British settlers 
going to South Africa. All British 
settlers who have gone to a new country 
have generally had to look round for 
twelve months—— 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: I tried to 
distinguish between haste and _ speed. 
I thought the noble Lords who raised 
this question were rather in a hurry, 
and there are a great many elements in 
South Africa which recommend extreme 
caution. 


THE Eart or MAYO: The effect of | 


the speech of the noble Lord will be to 
discourage people from going to South 
Africa. It appears, however, that there 
is in South Africa a large quantity of | 
very valuable land, and I would suggest | 


that a leaflet should be issued giving | 


Lord Ribblesdale. 
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information to people who wish to go 
out there, and stating where they can 
apply for further information. The 
noble Earl spoke of the desirability of 
getting young Scotsmen and Englishmen 
to go out and settle in the new colonies, 
but I venture to think there are also 
many young farmers in Ireland who 
desire to take advantage of any favourable 
terms which may be formulated by the 
Government. I support the suggestion 


of bringing all the schemes together, so 


that the conditions offered may be 
thoroughly understood. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
OnsLow): My Lords, this subject is one 
to which not only the members of the 
Government at home but the Govern- 
ment of the Transvaal in South Africa 
attach the highest importance. I think 
it is only necessary to recall to the minds 
of your Lordships that in the early stages 
of the war the Government sent out a 
Commission, under the presidency of Mr. 
Arnold-Forster, to inquire generally into 
the subject. After that they sent out a 
gentleman of very wide experience in 
land irrigation in Egypt and India, Mr. 
Willcocks, who has prepared a_ very 
valuable report on the subject. The 
general consensus of opinion, both of that 
Commission and Mr. Willcocks, was that 
the future of farming in South Africa is 
a very brilliant one indeed. The noble 
Lord behind me (Lord Windsor) referred 
to the land board of the Orange River 
Colony. There are two land boards— 
one in the Transvaal and the other in 
the Orange River Colony. They have, 
however, nothing to do with the repatri 
ation of the Boers. They consist of men 
of very wide experience, and the board 
in the Orange River Colony was consti- 
tuted so long ago as September, 1901. The 
first idea of the Government, at a time 
when the country was very much dis- 
turbed by the continuance of the war, was. 
that men should be settled temporarily 
upon such land as the Government was 
able to get possession of; and a very 
large number of people were settled tem- 
porarily upon the land for market gar- 
dening and the cultivation of cereals and 
stock. A number of those who actually 
proved that their agricultural experience 
was such as to promise ultimate success 
have been permanently settled upon the 
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land. The experience that the Govern- 
ment gained has been very instructive. 
A very considerable proportion of those 


who were temporarily settled on the | 


land have proved their ability to carry 
on their operations successfully. 

There are two conditions which are 
most important in any kind of land 
settlement. One if that you should 
have good land, and the other is that 
you should have carefully selected settlers. 
Without these two conditions, no scheme 
would be a success. I take it that your 
Lordships will agree with me_ that 
throughout the new colonies the whole 
of the land is under-populated and under- 
cultivated, and that there is room for a 
very large number of Settlers. The noble 
Lord opposite said the Transvaal Govern- 
ment owned a considerable area of land. 
That is perfectly true ; but unfortunately 


it was almost all in unhealthy and un- | 


suitable parts, and that land, therefore, 
is not suitable for the purposes which the 
noble Lord wishes to see fulfilled. Then, 
in the Orange River Colony the amount 
of land owned by the Government is 
extremely small—less than 1 per cent. 
ofthe whole. Therefore, the difficulties 
of obtaining land are very considerable. 
At the same time, the Government have 
been on the careful look-out for any 
land that may come into the market ; 
and they have purchased considerable 
areas. The land in the Transvaal, as 
a rule, is heavily mortgaged, and the 
misfortunes of war have made those 
mortgages a more onerous burden than 
they otherwise would be; and no doubt, 
in the near future, as has happened in 
the past, a very considerable quantity 
o: land will come on the market from 
men who want to sell portions «f their 
farms in order to purchase stock with 
which to stock the rest. Then there is 
a large area of land held by companies 
for mining purposes. They do not, of 
course, particularly desire to utilise the 
surface rights ; and the Government are 
hoping, in the southern and central 
parts of the Transvaal, to obtain surface 
rights over a considerable area of land 
from those companies. But I quite 
agree with the noble Lord that, if you 
are going to carry out a scheme of 
settlement, you must do so on a large 
scale, or politically it will be of no use 
whatever to you. 
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The Government are quite willing to 
support Lord Milner in his desire to 
carry out a scheme on a very large scale. 
They had previously sanctioned an 
advance of half a million, and on the 21st 
| June last they sanctioned an expenditure 
of a further half-million in land settle- 
ment. Lord Milner informed us then 
that he had expended £400,000 in the 
purchase of land, and was proceeding 
forthwith to spend another £200,000. 
The farms in South Africa are of many 
different kinds, and it is impossible to 
lay down hard-and-fast rules which will 
guide you in all cases. There are dry 
farms—farmsof considerable area—which 
are not available for growing cereals. 
but are available for running stock. 
These lands are eagerly sought after by 
the best class of Colonials you can find— 
the oversea Colonials, who have been 
fighting for usin the war. Lord Milner 
says that, if he had three times as much 
land to cut up into dry farms, he could 
find oversea Colonials who would be only 
too anxious to settle upon it. Then, as 
regards the land which has _ been 
purchased, a great deal of it has already 
been surveyed, It is no use saying to a 
man, “ Youcan havesome land,” and not 
telling him whereit is. You must have the 
land carefully surveyed, tell him where 
it is and what are the conditions on 
which he can take it. Forty or fifty 
thousand acres have been purchased 
between Bloemfontein and the Basuto- 
land border. That has been surveyed 
and cut up into parts, and the conditions 
under which it may be leased or pur- 
chased have been made widely known 
in the Colonies. I will deal presently 
with the reasons why that information 
has not been circulated in this country 
as widely as the noble Earl desires. 

I will now state what the conditions 
of lease and purchase are. If the land 
is to be purchased, it can be purchased 
by the payment of £5 15s. per cent. of 
the value. That amount will include 
purchase money, and will be spread 
over a period of thirty years, at the end of 
which time the land will become the 
freehold of the tenant. If he prefers, he 
can pay £4 10s. per cent. for a lease of 
five years, renewable at the tenant’s 
option for a further five, ten, or twenty 
years. The noble Lord said that there 
| was no provision known 1n this country 
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(will come before those of any other 


to stock and make improvements on his persons, before those of any persons who 


farm. . The Government of the Transvaal 


are prepared to make advances to settlers | 
at the rate of pound per pound on all | 


that they may expend on their farms in 


| may desire to go out from this country. 


Lorp LOVAT: Should not the words 
| “all other things being equal” be added ? 


improvements, such amount in the case | 


of leases not to exceed five years rental, | 


and in the case of purchase not to exceed 
half the value of the land. The noble 
and gallant Lord, who has done such 
excellent service with the Lovat Scouts 
in the war, and, not contenting himself 
with military service, is devoting himself 
to the settlement of these men upon the 
land, said that £300 was the minimum 
with which a man could take upa farm in 
order to build a house and make the neces- 


sary improvements; but he added that 
many of the men who had been fighting | 


out there, the Yeomen had saved from 
£100 to £150. If a manis prepared to 
put down £150, the Government will put 


down another £150, which will make | 


the £300 which the noble Lord says is 
essential. Those regulations are not 
intended to be hard and fast. They are 
merely experimental, and as we go along 


we shall, no doubt, have to change them. | 


The Government at home have the | 


greatest possible confidence in Lord 
Milner and in his administration. 


have given their sanction to those regu- 


lations, and they have explained to him | 


that he must utilise them as he thinks 
fit, that he has practically got a free hand 
with these regulations. He assures us 
that every single provision in them has 


been considered with the greatest care, | 


and after taking the advice of the most 


practical men in South Africa, including | 


a number of Colonial gentlemen from 


Australia and New Zealand, who have | 
very wide practical experience of the | 


very successful system of land settlement 
which obtains in those colonies. I should 


like to say one word as to the preference 
which Lord Milner will give to applicants 
to be put on these farms. In the first 


place, the claims of members of the. 


South African Constabulary will have 

precedence. Next preference will be 

given to men who are members, either 

of the Yeomanry here at home or of the 

Regulars or Irregular forces who have 

been fighting in the war. These claims 
The Earl of Onslow. 


They | 


THE EArt or ONSLOW: So far as | 
recollect, subject to their complying with 
| the other conditions, they were to have 
the preference over anybody else. As | 
'understand, an applicant from the 
Yeomanry with £300 would have the 
| preference over a man in this country or 
|in South Africa who had £500, although 
|the man with the larger capital might, 
other circumstances being equal, be the 
better settler. The reason why we do 
not intend to publish all over the 
country the terms that the ‘Transvaal 
Government and the Orange River 
Colony Government are prepared to 
grant to settlers is that Lord Milner has 
not, and cannot yet have, sufficient land 
for settling over-sea colonists, Yeomanry, 
and the members of the Regular forces 
who are clamouring for land at the 
present moment. Their claims must be 
satisfied first, and it would be encourag- 
ing undue expectations if we were to lead 
people in this country to suppose that 
they had only to go out and make their 
applications to find farms ready to their 
hands. I hope that, as time goes on, we 
shall acquire a sufficient amount of land 
to settle as many people who desire to go 
out from this country as are competent 
settlers. For the moment, however, 
| Lord Milner has not enough land in his 
possession for the settlement of the South 
African Constabulary, over-sea colonists, 
and Regulars, who are desirous of settling. 
| The noble Lord said, I think, that there 
| were too limited a number of oxen for the 
requirements of the settlers. I am not 
able to say what the requirements of 
the settlers are; but I know that His 
Majesty’s Government have appointed a 
Joint Committee of the Colonial Office 
and the War Office, which is specially 
charged to deal with the whole of this 
'subject—the repatriation of the Boers, 
as well as the settlement of the British 
upon the land. I have the honour to 
_ be the Chairman of that Committee, and 
| therefore I know something about it, 
|and we have taken over from the mili- 
| tary authorities a very large quantity 
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of material We have taken 2,000 
waggons, 14,000 oxen, 4,500 donkeys, 
15,000 mules, 1,200 mule wagons, 
1,000 Scotch carts, 20 trolleys, 47 traction 
engines with all their trucks, and all the 
blockhouses that Lord Kitchener left 
when he departed from South Africa. 
That ought, at any rate, to go a long 
way towards supplying with stock and 
materials for building houses, not only 
those whom we are settling on the land, 
but also the Boers who have to be re- 
patriated. 


Both noble Lords desired to see the 
agencies that may exist, or do exist, for 
the purposes of settlement in South 
Africa co-ordinated. Well, we hope very 
much that there will be a large number 
of these agencies. There are one or 
two already. There is, for example, that 
of Colonel Hill of the Sharpshooters, and 
there are several others ; and I hope that 
we may look forward in the future toa 
number of com paniesandindividuals being 
willing to come forward and stand as inter- 
mediaries between the settlers and the 
Government, to advance money and 
help the Government to settle people on 
the land. But as to co-ordinating the 
agencies, I do not think you can do 
better than place them all under the 
administration of Lord Milner’s govern- 
ment. That will be a co-ordination 
which will be simple, and which every 
one wili understand. There is then the 
question of the settlement of women in 
South Africa. That question is very far 
from having been lost sight of. There 
are several agencies working in that 
direction, notably the South African 
Expansion Society. They have sent out 
a considerable number already, and His 
Majesty’s Government are assisting them 
so far as lies in their power. We are 
endeavouring to provide in the transports 
that are going out accommodation for 
acertain number of women every week 
and every month. That accommodation 
is necessarily limited, because of the diffi- 
culty of removing the fittings which 
have been provided in the transports for 
the soldiers going to and returning from 
South Africa. But what can be done 
will be done, not only in this country, 
but also by Lord Milner in South Africa, 
and we hope to send out a number of 
women every month. I think I have 
shown that this subject is engaging the 
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most careful attention of His Majesty’s 
Government and Lord Milner’s govern- 
ment; that weare taking up all the land 
that we possibly can; and that we are 
putting settlers upon it, preference being 
given first of all to those who fought in 
the war and are out there. As soon as 
that is done, we intend to carry out a 
land settlement scheme on a large scale ; 
but until we are ready to inform people 
that there is-land for them, | think it 
would be unwise and premature to give 
extensive circulation in this country to 
the terms and conditions of settlement. 


THE EARL oF ROSEBERY: Are you 
advancing any money to the women ? 


THe Eart or ONSLOW: We have 
asked Lord Milner whether he will be 
prepared to advance a sum of money 
against sums of money to be advanced 
those who are 
interested in this movement, for the 
purpose of the erection of hostels at the 
ports, and in the new colonies to which 
women can be sent, and in which they 
can live until they find situations, or 
reach the situations found for them. 
Wherever situations are already prepared 
for them, we are willing to give them 


| assisted passages. 


THe EarL or ROSEBERY: Free 
passages ? 
THE Eart or ONSLOW: Free 


passages, except for the ration money, 
which is about 27s., and that is found 
by the societies which are sending out 
women to South Africa. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Six o'clock, 
to Thursday next, a quarter 
past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 15th July, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


[Not amended], considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
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NORTH AND SOUTH SHIELDS ELEC- 
TRIC RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 
Consideration, as amended, postponed 
by the Chairman of Ways and Means 
under Order [1st May], till Tuesday next 
at the evening sitting. 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee, ‘‘ That, in the case of the Saddleworth 
and Springhead Tramways Bill [Lords], 
Petition for dispensing with Standing 
Order 129 inthe case of the Petition of 
the ‘ Limehurst Rural District Council ’ 
against the Bill, the said Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to— 

West Gloucestershire Water Bill, with- 
out Amendment; Midland Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill, Midland Railway 
Bill, Norwich Corporation (Electricity, 
etc.) Bill, Great Central and Midland 
Railways (South Yokshire Railways) Bill, 
with Amendments. 


PETITIONS, 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: From Ledbury ; 
Aberamon; Manchester; and Salford ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From Adling- 
fleet; Bexley Heath; Boyton and Cor- 
ton; Hope Mansel; Shermanbury ; 
Leicester (fourteen); Blackley; King-| 
ston-on-Thames: Launceston ; Birken- 
shaw; Standish (five); Bryngwyn; 
Hodnet; Stepney; Brook; Lambeth; 
Birmingham ; Newbury; Newton 
Heath ; Limehouse ; Leesfield; Eglwys 
Cummin; and South Wigston; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 





Reports, &e 936. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Bembridge, in favour: 
to lie upon the Table. 


VACCINATION BILL. 
Petition from Catford, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 
Copy presented, of Accounts of the 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the 
year 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 271.] 


EAST INDIA (NORTH WEST FRONTIER). 


Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the Mahsud-Waziri Operations on the 
North-West Frontier of India [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FAMINE). 

Copy presented, of Papers regarding 
the Famine and the Relief Operations in 
India during 1900-1902. Vol. I. 
British Districts [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FAMINE). 

Copy presented, of Papers regarding 
the Famine and the Relief Operations in 
India during 1900-1902. Vol. IL 
Native States [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE (GALWAY). 
Copy presented, of Report of the Pre- 
sident for the session 1901-2 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS ACT, 1901. 


Copy presented, of Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Rules made by the Lord Chancellor 


‘of Ireland under the Youthful Offenders 


Act, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEUUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 

Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 

No. 578 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
(onsular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
1285 to 2853 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

INCOME TAX ASSESSMENTS. 
Return ordered, “of the number of 
Assessments to the Income Tax for the 
year ending the 5th day of April, 1901, 
in the same classes and in the same 
ymounts as stated in, and in continua- 
tion of, Parliamentary Paper, No. 317, 
of session 1901).”—(Mr. Bartley.) 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Copy ordered, ‘“‘of Statement of Par- 
ticulars of Loans of which the balances 
outstanding are proposed to be remitted 
or written off (in whole or in part) from 
the assets of the Local Loans Fund.”— 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


MEXBOROUGH AND SWINTON 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAYS (STOCK, ETC.). 
Return ordered, “ showing the holding 
{ Debenture, Preference, and Ordinary 
‘ock of Railways of the United King- 
om, and Shareholders, in the following 
form. :— 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Cromarty Firth—Fortification of the 
Suto: 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty, in 
view of the fact that several vessels 
of His Majesty’s fleet visited Cromarty 
Firth last summer, will he consider 
the expediency of calling on the 
Admiral in command for a Report as 
to the desirability of fortifying the two 
headlands known as the Sutors at the 
entrance to the Firth. 


(Answer.) It is not considered neces- 
sary for steps to be taken by the 
Admiralty to obtain a special Report 
as regards the desirability of fortifying 
the two headlands referred to by the 
hon. Member.—( Admiralty.) 


Deer Forest Return, 1899. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he is aware that the deer 
forest of Amat, Ross-shire, which is 
stated in the amended Deer Forest 
Return, 1899, to contain 950 acres, 
contains 3,500 acres, will he have some 
inquiry made on the subject. 


(Answer.) I have nothing to add to 
the answer given to the hon. Member 
on Thursday last.t—(Scottish Office.) 
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No. 219, of session 1886).”—(Mr. Claude 
Hay.) 





MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL [Lorps}. 


Lords consequential Amendment to 
te Bill to be considered forthwith ; 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Ordnance Survey—Coast Erosion in 
Yorkshire—Humber Navigation. 


Sir. JOHN LENG (Dundee): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Ordnance 
Survey Department is in possession oi 
maps showing the extent of the coast 





+ See preceding volume, p. 1376, 
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prior to the reign of Henry VIIL,; 
whether there is any record of the 
acreage of land and the number of 
townships which during the last 
century have fallen into the sea; 
whether, seeing that the erosion of the 
coast near Spurn Head has compelled 
the removal of the Spurn Lighthouse, 
the Humber Conservancy has taken or 
proposes to take any measures for 
arresting the changes affecting the 
navigation of the mouth of the Humber. 


(Answer.) I am informed by the! 
‘Ordnance Survey Department that 
the answers to the first and second 


paragraphs of the hon. Member’s Ques- 
tion are in the negative. I am also 
informed that the Spurn Lighthouse 
was removed in consequence of defects 
in the old structure and not in con- 
sequence of the erosion of the coast. 
The Board of Trade, with the assistance 
of their technical advisers, carefully 
watch the position of matters at Spurn 
Point in order that any possible steps 
may be taken to guard against the 
inroads of the sea. I may mention 
that one of the professional officers of 
the Department had already arranged 
to visit Kilnsea, at the upper end of 
Spurn Point, during the coming week.— 
(Board of Trade.) 


Preservatives Committee's Report— 
Action of Eastbourne Sanitary Authority, 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether his 
attention has been called to a circular, 
dated 10th June, which has been issued 
by the Sanitary Authority of the 
Borough of Eastbourne, setting forth 
the recommendations of the Preservatives 
Committee, and expressing the intention 
of that authority to act upon them; 
whether, seeing the division of opinion 
that exists as to the practicability of 
the adoption of those recommendations, 
he can issue acircular to public authorities 
recommending them to await the decision 
of the Government before adopting 
them as a basis of procedure; whether 
he can inform the House when he 
proposes to deal with the subject. 
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| (Answer.) I have seen a copy of the 

circular referred to in the (Question, 
I am not at present in a position to 
_make any statement as regards legisla. 
tion on the subject of the Report of 
the Preservatives’ Committee. I have 
no power to require the adoption of 
any particular course by local authorities 
with respect to the enforcement of the 
law as to food adulteration, and it does 
not appear that there would be any 
advantage in my issuing a circular as 
suggested.—(Local Government Board.) 


Indian Railways Inquiry. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state by whom 
the inquiry, which was instituted some 
itime back into the working of the 

railway systems in India and the over. 
crowding of Native passengers in third- 
class carriages, was made; and whether 
the Report will be laid upon the Table oi 
the House. 


(Answer.) The inquiry recently in- 
stituted into the working of railway 
systems in India is not yet complete. 
It is being conducted by Mr. Thomas 
Robertson, late General Manager of the 
Great Northern Railway of Ireland, and 
Chairman of the Irish Board of Works, 
who went out to India as a special 
commissioner in the autumn of 1901. 
I cannot say when his report will be 
received, nor can I give any under. 
taking at present with regard to its pub- 
lication.—(India Office). 


Indian Railways—Locomotive Tenders. 

Sir JOSEPH LAWRENCE (Mon 
mouth Boroughs): To ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether contracts 
have recently been let for the supply of 
locometives and carriages required by 
the Bombay and Baroda and East India 
Railway Companies to a firm or firms 
in Hungary; and, if so, will he state 
the differences in the amounts of the 
tenders of the different firms, English 
and Foreign: and whether the terms 
and conditions in the specications were 
uniform in all particulars. 


(Answer). The hon. Member is no 
doubt aware that the Indian Railway 
Boards in matters of this kind act as they 
think best for the interests of their 


41 


yndel 
to thi 
recel’ 
these 
prese 
for v 
(Indic 


Aden 


Mr 
State 
reven 
the w 
as Wi 
ammi 
ficati 
decid 
divide 
and ] 
Com1 
the E 
in the 
that 
one-h 
garvi: 


(41 
tions 
work 
atran 
charg 
(ove 
maxi 
the I 
specie 
liabili 
ment 
Gove: 
af ba 
this 
df tl 
the | 
the a 
not t 
work 
Shan 

| 

Mr 
the L 
Affai 
the | 
in | 
Cons 
Settl 
asses: 
Settl. 





240 


of the 
lestion, 
tion to 
legisla. 
port of 
I have 
tion of 
horities 
of the 
it does 
De any 
ular ag 
rd.) 


“ary of 
whom 
J] some 
of the 
> Over. 
third 
hether 
able of 


tly in- 
ailway 
nplete. 
homas 
of the 
d, and 
Vorks, 
special 
1901. 
rill be 
under- 
s pub. 


ders. 
(Mon- 
retary 
tracts 
ply of 
ed by 
India 
firms 
state 
f the 
nglish 
terms 
- were 


is no 
ilway 
s they 

their 





41 (Questions. 


undertaking, without direct reference | 


to the Secretary of State. I expect to 
receive information on the subject of 
these contracts before long, but at 
present I am unable to give the facts 
jr which the hon. Member asks.— 
(India Office.) 


Aden Defence Works—Charge on Indian 
Revenues. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state why the 
rvenue of India has been charged with 
the whole cost of the barracks at Aden 
ys well as the cost of the stores and 
gmmunition, seeing that when the forti- 
feations were initiated in 1882 it was 
decided that the expense should be 
fivided equally between Great Britain 
and India, apart from which the Royal 
(ommission on the Administration of 
the Expenditure of India recommended 
intheir Report, dated 6th April, 1900, 
that the United Kingdom should bear 
one-half of the annual cost of the Aden 
garrison. 


(duswer.) In consequence of altera- 
tions in the scheme for special defence 
works and armaments at Aden, a new 
wrangement for the division of the 
charges was made with the Imperial 
Government in 1889, under which a 
maximum was fixed for the liability of 
the Imperial Government, in respect of 
syecial defence works and for the 
lability of India in respect of arma- 
ments. The exemption of the Imperial 
Government from liability for the cost 
of barracks and stores was a part of 
this agreement. The recommendation 
of the Royal Commission refers, as 
the hon. Member correctly states, to 
the annual cost of the Aden garrison, 
not to the charges for special defence 
vorks.—(India Office.) 


Shanghai — International Settlement 

ixed Court— Action of French 

Representative. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the representative of 
the French Government at Shanghai, 
in his capacity of member of the 
Consular Body of 
Settlement has refused to send _ his 
assessor to the Mixed Court of that 
Settlement, although this procedure is 


{15 Juty 1902} 








the International | , : 
| my way to adopt the suggestion in the 


242 


adopted by all his colleagues ; whether, 
also, the French Government maintains 
that in the Mixed Court of the French 
Settlement, assessors of nationality other 
than French are not entitled to sit 
in cases against Chinese subjects resident 
in that Settlement in which their nation’s 
interests are involved ; and, if so, whether 
His Majesty’s Government will take 
immediate steps to preserve our Treaty 
rights in China, and the interests of 
British and Chinese subjects at 
Shanghai. , 


Questions, 


(Ansuer) It is the case that the 
French Consul General at Shanghai has 
expressed himself unable to send an 
assessor to the Mixed Court of the 
International Settlement, the French 
Government not having concurred in 
the Rules of the Mixed Court of the 
International Settlement. A Report is 
expected shortly from His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking on the whole 
question. Pending its receipt, I am 
unable to make a full statement. “His 
Majesty’s Government are fully alive 
to the importance of the question. 
—(Foreign Office.) 


Constitution Hill—Scavenging. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): To ask the First Commissioner 
of Works whether his attention has 
been called to the scavenging of Con- 
stitution Hill and to the condition of the 
road ; and whether he will ecnsider the 
desirability of the Office of Works con- 
tracting with the City of Westminster 
for the scavenging and repair of the 
roads in the parks which are within the 
boundaries of Westminster. 


“ (Answer.) My attention has not been 
called specially to the scavenging of Con- 
stitution Hill, although the general con- 
dition of the road was mentioned to me 
a short time ago. I can assure the 
right hon, Gentleman that the subject 
of the road is by no means lost sight of 
by me. The scavenging is carefully 
attended to. Having regard to all the 
circumstances of the parks, I do not see 


last part of the Question.—(Office of 
Works.) 








(uestions. 


Local Taxation (Ireland) Account— 
Appropriation of Unexpended Balance. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his at- 
tention has been called to a resolution 
of the Armagh County Council, endors- 
ing the action of the Kerry County 
Council, and urging that £50,000 of the 
unapportioned balance of £77,000 in the 
Local Taxation (Ireland) Account be dis- 
tributed among the County Councils in 
Ireland; and whether ‘he proposes to 
give effect to this resolution. 


' %(Answer.) | have not seen the resolu- 
tion. But on the general question of 
the disposal of the unexpended balance 
of moneys lying to the credit of the 
Local Taxation Account under Section 
58 of the Local Government Act, 1898, 
1 would direct attention to the provisions 
of Sub-section (5) of that section—(/rish 
Office.) 


New Kilmainham Urban Council Audit. 

Mr, 
Ossory): To ask{the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the final audit of the 
accounts of the late Urban Council of 
New Kilmainham was made on the 13th 
February, 1901, when the. solicitor to 
the Council was represented by counsel ; 
that his bills there presented for oppos- 
ing the Dublin Boundaries Billamounted 
to £2,292 ; and that the Bills contained 
disbursements which had not been certi- 
fied for by the taxing officer; will he 
say whether any certificates were pro- 
duced to the auditor; and, if so, for 
what amount; and, seeing that the 
solicitor in his bills admitted receiving 
£1,560 from the Urban Council, and 
produced a judgment of the High Court 
for £1,689, with £8 10s. costs obtained 
before the Council saw the writ or bills 
of costs, though his taxed costs only 
amounted to £1,711 10s. 8d., and that 
the amount claimed by the solicitor was 
allowed by the auditor, amounting to 
£4,982, of which £1,560 was discharged 
by Kilmainham, leaving a liability of 
£3,432 to be discharged by the Corpora- 
tion of Dublin, can he say whether this 
liability, or any portion thereot, has been 
discharged by the Corporation, and 
whether he proposes to take action in 
the matter. 
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(Answer) The solicitor to the Coun. 
cil attended the audit, but the auditor 
cannot say if counsel was also there to 
represent him. Two bills of costs 
amounting respectively to £1,737 15s. 6d. 
and £1,501 Ils. 1ld., were submitted 
to the auditor, and the total amount of 
each of these bills was certified by the 
taxing master of the House of Commons, 
The solicitor received two payments of 
£900 and £550 on account; and a 
judgment of the High Court for the 
balance, viz., £1,689 7s. 5d. with 
£8 9s. 10d. costs was produced at the 
audit. It appears on the face of this 
judgment that the Council was served 
with the writ of summons, and that 
notice of the issuing of the said writ was 
published in the Dublin Gazette and in 
the local press. The taxed costs of the 
solicitor amounted to £3,239 7s. 5d, 
asset out above, of which £1,550 was 
discharged by the Urban District Coun- 
cil leaving a liability of £1,689 7s. 5d., 
which has since been discharged by the 
Corporation of Dublin. It does not 
appear that any action is called for on 
my part in the matter.—(/rish Office.) 


Sandhurst College—Incendiary Fires and 
Disturbances—Indiscriminate Punish- 
ment of Cadets. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
the inquiry into the matters arising out 
of the fires at Sandhurst can be held by 
some tribunal unconnected with the 
military authorities and not under the 
control or nomination of the Commander. 
in-Chief ; if the twenty-nine youths will 
be allowed at such inquiry legal assist- 
ance at the expense of the War Office or 
of their own ; and, if he will reinstate or 
transfer to some other position in the 
Army the three non-commissioned officers 
who have been removed from. their 
positions by the action of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 


(Ansuer.) I am not prepared to take 
the discipline of the Army or the educa- 
tional establishments out of the hands of 
the Commander-in-Chief, in whom His 
Majesty’s Government have entire con- 
fidence. My hon. friend will find the 
answer to his last two Questions in replies 
already given,—(War Office.) 
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Ceylon—Opium Shop Licences. 

‘gir JOSEPH PEASE (Durham, Bar- 
nd Castle): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the increased 
number of opium shops licensed by the 
Ceylon Government (69 in 1901 against 
63 in 1896), and to the greatly increased 
importation of opium into Ceylon (23,754 
ibs, in 1900 against 14,976 Ibs. in 1896) ; 

and whether he will suggest to the 
Government of Ceylon the ‘desirability of 
diminishing the facilities for the spread 
of the cpium habit amongt the Sinhalese. 


(dnswer.) I have consulted the 
Governor, who is now in this country, on 
the subject of the hon. Member’s Ques- 
tion. Sir West Ridgeway informs me 
that his attention is contantly being 
given to the question of the consumption 
dopium in Ceylon, but that, taking into 
consideration the growth of population, 
he is inclined to think that the increase 
inconsumption has not been material. 
The matter will be carefully watched.— 
(Colonial Office.) ‘ 


2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


South African War-—Government UCom- 
munications with Mr. Kruger. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the First Lord 
ithe Treasury whether, during the war 
in South Africa, the Prime Minister re- 
wived any cables from Mr. Kruger which 
tave not yet been laid upon the Table of 
the House. 

THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J 
BALFOUR, Manchester E.): The answer 
0 this question is in the negative. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Does that answer 
wfer to the late as well as the present 
Prime Minister ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Certainly. 

Siege of Ladysmith—Sir George White's 
Despatches. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
lheg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the statement laid by Sir George 
White before the War Office, det ailing 
the history of the siege of Lady smith and 
tis observations thereon, will now be 
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published ; and on what public ground, 
having regard to the fact that peace has 
been concluded, has the publication of 
this document been suppressed. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
W AR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
Sir George White’s despatches on the 
siege of Ladysmith were presented to 
Parliament last year. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But I want 
another Paper, the one he laid before the 
War Office with full details and comments. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know of 
any such Paper. 
Sir George White and Sir Redvers Buller. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War what 
action, if any, has been taken by the 
War Office with reference to a state- 
ment made by Sir George White, shortly 
after the termination of the siege of 
Ladysmith, and permitted by the 
military press censor to be telegraphed 
to this country, that efforts had been 
made by the War Office to supersede 
him, and that these efforts were pre- 
vented by the action of Sir Redvers 
Buller. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I know nothing of 
such a statement, and no action has been 
or will be taken. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
statement was made by Sir George 
White to the hon. Member for Oldham ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


‘Military Notes on the Dutch Republics 
in South Africa.’ 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
a book or document headed * Military 
Notes on the Dutch Republics in South 
Africa,’ compiled in Section B, Intelli- 
gence Division, War Office, Revised June 
1899, was found on the person of a 
British officer at Dundee after the 
engagement at or near that town; and, 
seeing that extracts from that book or 
document have been published in a 
his ory on the recent war in South 
Africa, whether he will lay a copy of the 
whole book or document upon the Table 
of the House. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member is 
evidently unaware that copies of this 


work were placed in the library of the 
House on the 12th December, 1900. 


Questions. 


Sandhurst College—Incendiary Fires and 
Disturbances—Indiscriminate Punish- 
ment of Cadets. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will lay upon 
the Table the Report of Sir Robert Grant 
upon the conduct of certain gentlemen 
cadets of the Royal Military College at 
the Camberley Fair. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. I am 
not prepared to lay on the Table Papers 
connected with this subject while the 
conduct of these cadets is under the 
investigation of the Commander-in-Chief. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what is the nature of the inquiry 
the Commander-in-Chief intends to make 
into the case of the cadets rusticated from 
the Royal Military College ; and whether 
the Commander-in-Chief will associate 
with himself in that inquiry the Judge 
Advocate General. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Before this Question is answered, may I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
these general and corporate punishments 
are not uncommon in the Army, and 
whether there is any other practical way 
of dealing with such offences ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: My hon. and gallant 
friend, I am sure, reflects the general 
feeling that the Commander-in-Chief 
would not have resorted to this form 
of punishment unless he thought it 
absolutely necessary. The inquiry will 
be conducted personally by the Com- | 
mander-in-Chief, and it is not proposed 
to associate the Judge Advocate General 
with him. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Is it contem- 
plated to accept the assurance of any 
cadet on his honour that he is innocent, 
supposing there is no evidence against 
him ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I must 
inform my noble friend that it is im-| 
possible for the Commander-in-Chief, 
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who is charged with the discipline of the 


Army, to conduct an investigation and’ 


give a decision if I am beforehand to 
announce the regulations that will guide 
him. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Will 


‘the right hon. Gentleman tell us ex- 


actly what is going to be done? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is going beyond the Question on the 
Paper. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Gentleman-cadet Corporal J. 
S. Oldham, who was rusticated from the 
Royal Military College on 3rd July; 
whether he is aware that this cadet was 
absent on sick leave in London on 11th 
June, when the disorderat Camberley Fair 
took place; and, in view of the charac- 
ter borne by this cadet, will he say what 
evidence there is to connect him with 
the outbreak of fire on 25th June. 


Mr. BRODRICK: This cadet was 
absent on the 11th June on sick leave. 
He was, however, present in “C” 
Company passage about the time the 
fire in No. 100 room took place, and he 
was, therefore, rusticated with the 
twenty-eight others. The Commander- 
in-Chief will consider his case with the 
others. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Did 
the right hon. Gentleman not say that 
this cadet was implicated in the previous 
disorder ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir, I did not. 
I said there were a large number of 
cadets who were implicated in this dis- 
order, but I did not say that all the 
twenty-nine were implicated. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can say what will be 
the expense of holding a special examina- 
tion in London at the end of this month 
for the twenty-nine cadets who have 
been rusticated from Sandhurst; 
whether the expenses of the cadets in 
travelling to and from London for that 
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purpose will be defrayed by the State ; 
whether notice has yet been conveyed to 
the parents that their sons should hold 
themselves in readiness to be examined. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The expense of the 
examination will fall on Army Votes. 
The reply to the other two Questions is 
in the affirmative. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, at the investigation pro- 
mised by the Commander-in-Chief in 
regard to the fire at Sandhurst, each of 
the twenty-nine cadets rusticated will 
appear separately before the Court, or 
whether all will be allowed to be present 
during the investigation; whether any 
cadet who pledges his honour that he 
was not in the passages leading into the 
room where the fire took place during 
the three-quarters of an hour before it 
was discovered, or that he does not know 
who was the author of the fire, will be 
relieved of his rustication; whether the 
three servants in the quarters of “C” 
Company on 25th June will be examined, 
and evidence taken as to the possibility 
of any person having been in the quarters 
of “C” Company during the three- 
quarters of an hour previous to the fire, 
and having left the building before the 
fire was discovered ; whether the senior 
cadets were invited to investigate the 
origin of the fire of 25th June and of 
previous fires at Sandhurst ; and, if not, 
whether they will be invited to make 
such investigation, and be granted facilities 
for doing so. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Commander- 
inChief has undertaken to go personally 
into the case of these cadets. It is not 
proposed to hold a further inquiry by a 
Board. I cannot make a further state- 
ment on the matter till the Commander- 
in-Chief has made his investigations. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: When will the 
Commander-in-Chief make an investiga- 
tion ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: He is carrying on 
the investigation, I think, today, and 
possibly on the following days. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: And when may 
we expect to know the result ? 
VOL. CXI. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a 
position to say, but the result will be 
communicated to the House. 


Volunteer Provisional Camps. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state what 
arrangements, if any, have been made 
for the dates and places of provisional 
camps for Infantry Volunteers who have 
not and will not be able to attend their 
own camps this year ; and whether due 
notice has been or will be promulgated 
as to the arrangements for such 
provisional camps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As these provisional 
camps are intended for Volunteers who 
are unable to attend their own camps, it 
is evident that the arrangements would 
only be made late in the season. These 
arrangements rest with the general 
officers commanding districts. 


Crown Foreshore near Cork Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state the extent of the 
Crown foreshore adjoining Cork Harbour 
which in November, 1899, was let to the 
War Department at a rental of 2s. 6d. 
per annum; and, seeing that the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests state, at 
page 74 of their report dated 28th June, 
1901, that no rent was paid, as in June, 
1900, the War Department purchased 
the foreshore, will he state the amount 
of the purchase money. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The extent of 
foreshore amounts to sixteen perches, 
and the purchase money to £3. 


Army Recruiting. 

CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the recruiting 
Returns for the quarters ending 31st 
March and 30th June show smaller 
numbers than those of previous years, 
especially with respect to the Infantry 
of the Line and the Militia, although the 
additional inducements have been 
recently offered to recruits; and whether 
he will say what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take to deal with this 
difficulty. 

L 





251 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 
ting 1900, which was quite an excep- 
tional year, the Returns show an im- 


Questions. 


provement on previous years as regards | 


{COMMONS} 
Omit- | 


Questions. 259 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have decided to 
| appoint a Departmental Committee to 


| inquire into the subject; and the Com. 
mittee is now in process of formation. 


the Infantry of the Line ; and as regards | 


the militia an increase over the figures | 


But I must warn the 
comparing the 


for 1900 as well. 
hon. Member against 


figures of recruiting after the close of | 


the war with the number raised during 
moments of great popular enthusiasm. 


Glasgow Electric Tram Fatalities. 
Mr. WEIR: 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
will state the number of fatal accidents 


which have occurred on the Glasgow | 


Corporation electric tramway system 


since the installation of electric traction | 
and what life- | 
rovided by the | 


on the Ist May, 1901; 
guards and brakes are 
corporation under Articles 1 and 6, of 


sub-section A, of the Glasgow Corpora- | 


tion Tramways Act, 1899. 


THe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF | 


TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : 


Tramways that, since Ist May, 1901, 
twenty-two accidents attended with 
fatal results have occurred on these lines. 


It is stated that the great majority of the | 


cars are fitted with a lifeguard of an 
approved type, consisting of a feeler and 


a dropping scoop. Other guards in use | 
are (1) a wire guard, (2) a V-shaped | 
double share, and (3) an angled single | 


share. Two brakes are in use on every 


ear, ViZ., 
short-circuiting the motors. 


Mr. WEIR: Are these brakes in 
accordance with the Glasgow Corpora- 
tion Tramways Act? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If have no 
reason to suppose that they are not. 


Electricity in Mines. 

Mr. MARKHAM: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether His Majesty’s Government 
have arrived at any decision with reference 
tothe employment of electricity in mines 
and the means of avoiding the recent loss 
of life and injury resulting therefrom. 


I beg to ask the. 


I am informed by the General | 
Manager of the Glasgow Corporation | 


a mechanical brake and an | 
electric brake, the latter operating by | 


| Queen’s Cottage Grounds, Kew Gardens. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe) : I beg to ask the First Commissioner 
of Works whether the public now have 
' access to the Queen’s cottage grounds in 
Kew Gardens ; whether the gates have 
been unlocked ; and whether the grounds 
have been thrown open again to the 
public, in accordance with the permission 
given by Her late Majesty. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKErs DovuG.as, Kent, St. 
| Augustine’s): Yes, Sir. The answer is in 
the affirmative. 


Extradition with the United States— 
Irish Crime. 

Mr, LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland if, 
‘under the provisions of the Extradition 
Treaty between Great Britain and Ire- 
land and the United States, a person 
charged with cattle houghing, arson and 
perjury in Ireland, who has found refuge 
in the United States, can be brought to 
' Ireland for trial there. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
'IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): Yes, sir. The Extradition 
Treaty between this country and the 
United States applies to some of these 
crimes. 


Mr. LEAMY: Is it the intention of 
the Irish Government to apply for the 
| extradition of Sheridan ? 
| Mr. ATKINSON: 
| of the Question. 


I must have notice 


| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| hon. Member must put that Question 
| down. 


Land Purchase in Ireland—Payment of 
Installments. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if, with 
a view to the convenience of tenant 
purchasers in Ireland, the Land Con- 
mission will notify to them that, when 
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distant from branches of the Bank of 
Ireland, their purchase instalments may 
ve paid into any other bank for trans- 
mission tothe Bank of Ireland. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
local branches of all Irish banks, as well 
as of the Bank of Ireland, accept lodg- 
ment of the purchase instalments, and 
an intimation to this effect is set out on 
the face of the Receivable Orders, which 
are filled up by the tenant purchasers. 

Technical Education in Ireland—The 

Equivalent Grant. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: A communication 
on this subject has been addressed to 


the hon. Secretary of the Commissioners. 
When I hear from him. 1 will write to 


Questions. 


| the hon. Member. 


what steps the Government propose to | 


take in the matter of the equivalent 
grant for technical instruction in Ire- 
Jand, and when the arrears due to 
Ireland in relation to that grant will be 
paid. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter is still 


engaging the consideration of Govern- | 


ment. ‘here are no arrears due to 


[reland. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE was under- 
stood to ask if the result of the investi- 
gation would be communicated to the 
Irish Government before the end of the 
session. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It does not depend 
on myself. It rests primarily with 
the Treasury, with whom I am in com- 
munication. I will communicate the 
result as soon as it is arrived at. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May we hope for an announcement before 
the end of the session ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope so, but I 


cannot promise. 


Ancient Laws of Ireland. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the names of the different libraries 
on the Continent to which reference is 


the Commissioners for the Publication 
of the Ancient Laws and Institutes of 
Ireland, as containing important Irish 
MSS. 


Lord De Freyne. 
Mr. LEAMY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any communication 


/has passed between him and Lord de 


Freyne, or between the Congested 
Districts Board and Lord de Freyne, with 
the view of ascertaining if Lord de 
Freyne is willing to sell his estate to 
the tenants, or to the Congested Districts 
Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Mr. LEAMY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Lord de Freyne 
has publicly stated his willingness to 
sell, if the Government think it is in 
the public interest he should do so ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Not that I am 
aware of. I saw some reference to it 
ina local paper, but I have no know- 
ledge of it. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman, I presume, is not in- 
terested in the matter. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
May I—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


Question on the Paper has been fully 


answered. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will state the names 
of the police constables connected with 
Sergeant Sheridan who received an 
indemnity at the secret investigation 
which preceded Sheridan’s dismissal ; how 
many of those constables are still in the 
force; and whether those who have 


i retired received a pension or gratuity ; 
made in the recently issued Report of | 


and, if so, what amount. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Question con- 


_taims a serious misrepresentation of the 


order of events. 


The investigation did 
L2 
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not precede Sheridan’s discharge. He 
was discharged on February 9th, and 
the investigation, beginning in May, was 
continued in JuneandJuly. The names 
asked for are Sergeant Keegan, Con- 
stables Anderson and Reid. One 
(Anderson) remained on at the Depot. 
The others (Keegan and Reid) accepted 
the alternative of resigning. They 
received no pensions, but were assisted to 
make a fresh start in life by a com- 
passionate grant of £200 and £50 
respectively. 


Wexford Saw Mills Fatality. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the fatal 
accident at Messrs. R. & R. Allen’s 
Steam Saw Mills, Wexford, by which a 
boy named John Cullen was killed, 
and to the fact that the occupier, Mr. 
Moody, was prosecuted by Mr. Bell- 
house, His Majesty's inspector of 
factories, for failure to fence part of the 
machinery; and, seeing that the Bench 
dismissed the summons, will he say 
whether he has received any official 
report showing the reason for the 
dismissal of this case; and will he state 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in this case. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have received a 
report on this case, and find that the 
Bench refused to say more as to the 
grounds on which they dismissed the 
case than that their decision was based 
on a point of fact and not on a point of 
law. It would appear from this that 
they consider that such protection of 
the machinery as the evidence showed 
that there was constituted a sufficient 
fencing. In these circumstances no 
appeal lies, and there is no action which 
I can take on the ease; but I may say 
that the inspector reports further that 
the fencing has, since the accident, 
been carried out in a proper manner. 
MR. KNOX MACINTYRE — PERSONAL} 

EXPLANATION AND APOLOGY. | 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I wish,) 
with the permission of the House, to. 
make a brief personal explanation. The) 
other day * I asked the Chief Secretary 





+ See preceding volume, p. 696. 
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for Ireland a Question with reference to 
the employment, as an expert witness in 
handwriting in a criminal case, of an 
official assignee of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy in Ireland named Mr. Macintyre ; 
and inasupplementary Question I inquired 
whether the Solicitor General for Ireland 
had not described Mr. Macintyre as an 
impostor. Since then my attention has 
been called to the letter in the newspapers 
from the Solicitor General for Ireland, in 
which he says—‘‘] deem it but just to 
Mr. Macintyre to state that neither upon 
that nor on any other occasion did I reter 
to him as an impostor as suggested by 
Mr. Redmond. It is quite true that in 
the defence of my client I endeavoured, 
by very severe criticism, to discount his 
evidence as an expert in handwriting, 
but I did not use that expression.” 
Although I hold the strongest possible 
views with regard to the employment of 
an official of the Bankruptcy Court as 
an expert in handwriting in criminal 
prosecutions in Ireland, I desire to expre-s 
my regret for having unwittingly been 
the means of circulating a statement 
which was unfounded in reference to 
this Gentleman. ‘The Solicitor General 
did not use the word impostor, and I am 
sorry I suggested it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Labour 
Bureaux (London) Bill; University of 
Wales (Graduates) Bill. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures. 
the following Fifteen Members in 
respect of the Lands Valuation (Scot- 
land) Amendment (No. 2) Bill:—Sir 
William Arrol, Mr. Craig, Mr. Cripps, 
Colonel Denny, Sir William Dunn, 
Mr. John Edward Gordon, Mr. Bonar 
Law, Sir John Leng, Mr. M’Crae, 
Mr. Nicol, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. 
Soames, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Ure, 
and Mr. Wylie. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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IMPRISONMENT OF A MEMBER. 'Act provided that the municipalitie® 
Ordered, That Sir Herbert Maxwell should give their sanction to the evening 
be discharged, and that Mr. Cochrane continuation school work of the School 
be added to the Committee. —(Sir | Boards, which had been declared illegal 
Iilliam Walrond.) by the Cockerton judgment, down to 
31st July of this year only; and, as the 
setae . | Education Bill would not be passed 
NEW BILLS. until the autumn session, the evening 
PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. continuation schools would have to come 
“Ty grant money for the purpose of] to an end on that day unless some way 
certain Local Loans out of Local Loans -— of the difficulty was a = 
Funds ; and for other purposes relating ES SOF S Sy ene Oem, ae 
oo tend Gia” tc by Mr he wanted to know if it was not possible 
Austen Chamberlain, under Standing gs ling s gis Pinay <i 9 
Order 31; to be read a second time upon vi; Pp 7 a ee ee 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 275. | ice President stated, in reply to 
: , ‘ question by the hon. Member for North- 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT, (1901) West Hamon the subject, that the munici- 
; AMENDMENT BILL. palities might rely upon the assurance of 
“To amend the Law relating to the the Government that they would not 
provisions for escape from fire in be surcharged if they carried on the 
Factories and Workshops.” presented by evening continuation schools after 
a ~ Sener Standing Order31: 3/8t July, That was a somewhat clumsy, 
supported by Captain Norton and Mr. and certainly not « legal, way of dealing 
auth Renee < Ge Ey daa oo une Gee with the difficulty, and, notwithstanding 
Se ae : . the assurance thus given, it was quite 
upon Friday, and to be preted [ER possible that many municipalities would 





"Zn 
— be chary to undertake this expenditure 
anes of money without legal sanction. He 
‘ suggested, as a way out of the difficulty, 
[SEVENTEENTH ALLOTTED Day. ] the extension of the operation of the 


Cockerton Act for another year. It 
would surely be quite possible, with the 
(In the Committee.) consent of hon. Members on both sides, 
to allow such a Bill to go through with- 
out discussion, and he was sure hon. 


Considered in Committee. 


(Mr. James W. Lowtuer (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair. : : 
my ie Re Chee] Members were equally, with himself, 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE anxious that the excellent educational 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. | work now being done should not be 

Cuass IV. brought to a standstill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,421,862 sip ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
4 granted to His Majesty, to complete } 4564 the Vice-President of the Council 
a hag — we ee would be able to give a favourable and 
decd Was eae dade: ane i re ell explicit reply to the question of the 
of M 8 h i$08 for 63 fe lari d Ex hon. Member for North Camberwell. The 
saan ae the ete pig cons ad municipalities wished to carry on the 
“agen cain # : evening continuation schools, as_ the 
tn t ae ee Connected’) work seemed to them to be of great 
Nid” » InN eeeery ee S| advantem. It was clear that the 
Aid. | Education Bill debates would not be 
(2.40.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- ) finished in time to enable this point to 
well, N.) said he wished to ask the Vice- | be dealt with how eager and if - 
President a question with regard to an | parties, recognising the value ot the 
acute difficulty that had arisen as to the, work, would agree to the maintenance ot 
temporary Act, passed last year, known | the status quo there ought to be no 
as the Cockerton Judgment Act. That | difficulty in making the suggested 
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arrangement. Could the Bill not bein-| Sir JOSEPH LEESE (Laneashire, 





cluded in the Expiring Laws Continuance | Accrington) said he wished to associate th 
Bill? He was confident it was the general | himself with the appeal of the hon. and 
wish of the municipalities that they gallant Gentleman opposite. He had 
should be authorised to continue the! seyeral times asked questions of the 


th 
we 


stg 
work, the value of which was greatly right hon. Gentleman on the subject, Me 
appreciated. and received very favourable answers. It rig 
_ was clear theyhad his sympathy with their re 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, | eorts to find for the teachers who were 

W.R., Morley), whose voice was almost Wrongfully dismissed some means of 
inaudible in the gallery, was understood | redress, but they had been told also by Be 
to urge the necessity of preventing the |the right hon. Gentleman that the th 
work of the evening continuation schools | Temedy was in their own hands. If that tr 
being brought to a standstill. He were so, could he not find a place fora Of 
thought that if an agreement could be | Clause dealing with it in the Education th 
come to it might also be possible in the Bill? Let him give his sympathy a £ 
same Bill to clear up some doubts which practical turn and help them in carrying 80 
had arisen as to the transference of such a Clause. ti 
schools. ec 


| Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) confessed fo 
Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) that he could see no solution of the 
called attention to the grievance of Cockerton difficulty except the intro- 


teachers with reference to the insecurity duction of a short Bill by the Govern- ’ 
of theirtenure. Teachers were liableto be ™€2t to continue the Act passed last ' 
dismissed without any cause whatever, Year. There might be a Bill merely i 


They were subject to the caprice of mana- @Xtending the period of the Act, or a 


gers. They were a very hard-working Bill going a little further and giving ¢ 
body of men, and they felt this grievance POW®T to authorities to sanction the . 
most acutely. No class of civil servants ¢Xtension of the work. He thought the st 


in the country were so badly treated or latter would be the easier one to get | 
had so insecure a footing. Even Mem- through the House. He feared that if a ¢ 
bers of Parliament knew two years Mere Continuation Bill were introduced b 
beforehand what their fate was likely to 8°™¢ Members would feel it their duty 
be. Seeing that the House was going ‘ @nter a protest. 

to sit till Christmas over the Education , : . se 
Bill, he suggested to the Vice-President | ig tee eap rages Faggot ch sad 
that he should formulate a Clause deal- ' by die fember 1 pee ee 
ing with the matter to be brought before 27 ©SUSS!ng legis een 


the House on the Education Bill. 
oe Se i ae ae oe Mr. WHITLEY said this was a ques- 
ow . —" ; tion closely connected with the adminis- 
gallant Member is not entitled to disewes72tion of the Board of Education anu 
5 Ceeniitin af Supply a matter which surely they were entitled to discuss it 
hho adiesibe veniees lnaditetion “on the Vote forthe right hon. Gentle- 
dine 8 _ -man’s salary. A_ serious state of 


Mason RASCH: Then I bene the things was likely to arise in the 


. ; 5 country and he was pointing out to 
oy hon. Gentleman will bring in a) the right hon. Gentleman that hon. 


| Members on his side would be far more 
te ready to let a proposal go through 
*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The| without opposition if it included 
hon. Member has only made his position powers—— 
worse. | 


—a ita oa 2 tee co Oe oD eee oe oe Cw OP a ee 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 
Mason RASCH: Then may I say | is again discussing legislation, and that 
that I hope the right hon. Gentleman! is not in order in Committee of Supply. 
will give a categorical answer on this, We can only discuss matters of adminis- 
Question ? | tration. 
Sir Albert Rollit. , 
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Mr. WHITLEY said that under the 
circumstances he would merely press on 
the right hon. Gentleman the fact that 
there was danger of this evening school 
work being brought to a complete 
standstill for a second year. He was| 
sure the House would gladly help the 
right hon. Gentleman in any efforts to 
remove the difficulty. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked when the proposals of 
the Prime Minister with regard to day 
training colleges would be put into 
operation. He did not suppose that in 
the first year a sum of more than 
£7,000 would be required, and the 
sooner they got the proposals into opera- | 
tion the better, because the university 
colleges might be making arrangements 
for the reception of students. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) asked the Vice President whether he 
could not see his way to meet the 
Cockerton difficulty administratively. | 
He suggested that the Local Govern- 
ment Board might issue a circular to 
School Boards, undertaking not to 
surcharge them for a specified period 
with the cost of carrying on evening 
classes and other work now declared to 
be illegal. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University) said that after the 
ruling of the Chairman as to the 
discussion of legislative proposals he was 
in some difficulty with a reply to the 
hon. Member for North Camberwell, but 
perhaps he might be allowed to say that 
the difficulty in connection with the 
Cockerton Act had been present to the 
Board of Education for many months 
past, and they were quite alive to it. 
It was quite evident that the matter 
could not be put right administratively, 
as the Board had no power to enable 
people to spend money which they 
could not spend legally ; and with 
regard to the suggestion that his right 
hon. friend the President of the Local 
Government Board should issue a 
circular inviting the School Boards to 
break the law, and assuring them that 
they would not be surcharged, he 


should think it was highly improbable | 
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that it would be carried out. He was 
afraid that this was a matter which 
could only be cured by legislation ; 
and he would merely say that the 


Service Estamates. 


‘suggestion of the hon. Member for 


Camberwell seemed to him an eminently 
practical one, and if it could be carried 
out it would be effective for the purpose. 
But it was evident that some hon. 
Members were extremely anxious to 
introduce Amendments into the law, 
and if fresh Amendments were to be 
introduced, it was quite impossible to 
pass a Bill at this period of the Session. 
All that the Government could do had 
beendone. A question was put to him by 
his hon. friend the Member for North-West 
Ham, and he not only answered the ques- 
tion, but, on behalf of the Government— 
they were not his own words, but words. 


\the Government desired him to use—he 


gave the assurance to the School Boards 
which the hon. Member for North Cam ber- 


' well hadread. Further than that hedid not 


see howthe Government could possibly go. 
He was certainly not authorised to say 
anything more. That was all the Govern- 
ment could do without legislation. They 
could only give that assurance. Not 
only was that assurance given by him 
to the House, but a circular was ad- 
dressed to every School Board carrying 
on evening schools directing their atten- 
tion to it. He could only say that the 
Government were quite alive to the 
difficulty, and they recognised the sug- 
gestionofthe hon. Memberfor North Cam- 
berwellas aneminently practicalone which 
they would be glad to carry out. Every- 
thing that could be done by the Govern- 
ment should be done. With regard to 
the question of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs as to the Prime 
Minister’s proposals with reference to 
day training colleges, they would be 
placed in the form of a minute before 
the House of Commons as soon as the 
Education Bill was disposed of by the 
House. As to the other point that had 
been raised, he could only repeat that 
the subject of teachers’ tenure was ger- 
mane to the Bill before the House, and 
would evidently be raised in the course 
of the debates on that Bill. He quite 
admitted that it was desirable that some 
measure should be resorted to by Parlia- 
ment to prevent teachers being dismissed, 


without cause, inasummary manner. 
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(3.0.) Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Keighley) said he thought they were 


in @ great difficulty at the present | 


time ; and he should like to ask the 


right hon. Gentleman whether it would | 


not be possible to meet it, by altering 
the conditions of the higher elementary 
schools, which were affected by the 
Cockerton judgment. Those schools 
had not been successful, owing to the 
difficult conditions under which they 
were placed; and the reason he was 
pressing the point now was that he 
saw the difficulty they would be landed 
in in endeavouring to pass from elemen- 
tary to secondary work in the future. 
Some better method of co-ordination 
than that which now existed would 
be required. He wished to ask whether 
some modification was not possible 
without legislation which would make 
the higher elementary schools more 
acceptable generally. An assurance to 
that effect would be a great help in 
carrying out the work of secondary 
education in the country. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said no doubt there had been irregulari- 
ties in the debate; but he trusted he 
should not fall into any himself. The 
Vice-President referred to the First 
Lord of the Treasury as the Prime 
Minister, an office entirely unknown 
to the British Constitution. The First 
Lord of the Treasury was engaged in 
forming a Ministry; he trusted the 
Vice-President would form part of it. 
If not, the right hon. Gentleman 
would probably be unable to intro- 
duce the Bill he had referred to. 
He wished to call attention toa matter 
strictly within this Estimate. The Vote 
amounted to very nearly £10,000,000, 
and consisted largely of grants to various 
schools based on registration. The 
Comptroller and Auditor General had, 
however, reported that the records of 
the registration were incorrect; and 
as the matter affected no less than 
£8,500,000 out of £10,000,000, he would 
read an extract from the Keport of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General— 

“A test examination by officers of my 
Department having brought to light numerous 
instances of incorrect registration and of con- 
sequent overpayment, I enquired whether the 


Board would itself institute a complete audit of 
the Grants for the year.” 
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| The point of the Report was as follows— 


“In reply to a communication from my 
Department calling attention to the faulty cer. 
tificate, it is stated that ‘The Board have 
usually relied on the particulars and certifi- 
cates given by the Managers and teachers on 
Form 65 as a prevention of such duplication of 
payment as has here occurred.’ While this 
state ment has reference merely to the certifi. 
cates on Form 65, it offers a convenient oppor- 
tunity for calling attention to the fact that the 
large Grants payable not only under this Sub- 
head but also under Sub-heads C2, C4, C6 and 
C7, are based upon figures certified by the 
Managers and that therefore the trustworthi- 
ness of such certificates becomes a question of 
much importance.” 

He wished to call the attention of the 
Committee to the fact that Sub-heads 
C2, C4, C6, and C7 amounted 
altogether to £8,493,251, every half- 
penny of which was brought into doubt 
by the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General. Every item depended 
on the certificates of the registration of 
attendance furnished by the managers; 
and as doubt had been cast on them, 
it behoved the Committee to ask for 
some assurance that these certificates 
would in future be really accurate and 
would represent the facts. In one item 
of £200,000 an error of about £6,000 
had been discovered, of which amount 
£4,200 was actually admitted. It was 
absolutely important, nay, essential, 
that the figures on which the grants 
were based should’ be accurate. 
When an _ error, such as_ he had 
mentioned, had been discovered, doubt 
was cast on the entire Vote; and in view 
of the enormous sums now granted for 
educational purposes and the greater 
demands of the future, it behoved the 
Committee to ask why the Education 
Department had not, long since, taken 
steps to ascertain the correctness of the 
figures on which it based its grants. He 
did not know what answer his right 
hon. friend would make; but if it were 
not satisfactory as regarded the past, he 
hoped his right hon. friend would be 
able to give the Committee an assurance 
as to the future; and that there would 
be a careful audit of selected items, in 
order that the Committee might know 


that the grants were not inaccurate or 


falsified—of course he did not mean 


falsified purposely. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
that the hon. Gentleman opposite was 
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making a mountain out of a mole hill, 
when he suggested that the Report of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General 
cast doubt on every item in the Vote. 
As regarded science and art classes, and 
schools, the irregularities occurred in 
precisely the class of school which. owing 
to the administration of the right hon. 
Gentleman, could not be carried on 
by a School Board. In the right hon. 
Gentleman’s process of running amuck 
at School Boards in his administra- 


tion, he had forbidden the School | 
Boards to become Committees for 
science and art schools and _ classes, 


although any congeries of private persons 


could constitute themselves a science and | 


artCommittee. Ifthere was careless super- 
vision the Committee could not wonder at 
irregularities occurring. With regard to 


registration, he would point out that | 


there were some 40,000,000 of entries 
every week as to the attendance and 
non-attendance of scholars ; and the hon. 
Gentleman would see that it would be 
perfectly impossible for the Board of 
Education to audit such a number of 
entries. Ordinarily the managers of the 
schools were responsible for the accuracy 


of the entries—the large School Boards | 


employed officers for that purpose ; the 


inspectors and sub-inspectors of schools | 


were also responsible, and if any doubt 
arose the Board of Education had the 
power to order an audit. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if the 
Board of Education had an expert to 
conduct such an audit. 


*Mr. YOXALL said that the Board had 


power to appoint Inspectors of Returns, | 
but it had not been frequently exercised. | 


Having in view the immense number of 


registrations, a complete audit would be | 


out of the question; and, as far as he 
knew, the existing safeguards were quite 
satisfactory. Since the House sat a very 
strong case had been made out for some 


check upon the managers of schools. | 
There was the instance of a school mistress | 


dismissed by a manager without good 


cause within a few months of the time | 


when she could have claimed her super- 


annuation allowance, at the age of sixty- | 


four, when she was not likely to obtain 
another engagement, a mistress whose 
work had been commented upon by the 
inspector in a creditable manner. The 
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| result was that she was deprived of her 
jemployment and of any chance of the 
|retiring allowance for that period to 
| which she would have been entitled. 
|He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to amplify the state- 
/ment he had already made today with 
regard to this matter. They might 
legislate for education and produce ex- 
cellent schools, but if they had in those 
school teachers suffering from a sense 
of great injustice; if they were under 
the continual apprehension of some 
capricious action being taken against 
‘them which would deprive them of 
their means of livelihood, the country 
| would not get from those teachers their 
best work, and education must suffer. 
It was not a question of the teachers 


‘alone. It was also a question of 
efficiency, and applied alike to the 
elementary and secondary schools. 


There was a_ general consensus of 
opinion among all teachers upon this 
point, it being equally strong among 
the secondary school teachers as among 
‘the elementary school teachers, and he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
be able to say something which would 
| allay the fears of all these teachers. 


Sirk JOHN GORST hoped that the 
Committee would agree to take the 
| Vote without prolonged discussion, hav- 
‘ing regard to the amount of Parlia- 
mentary time occupied with educational 
'matters. In reference to what had been 
said by the hon. Member for King’s 
' Lynn, the difficulty of obtaining correct 
returns of attendance was ever present 
‘with the Board in its dealings with 
20,000 schools. Rules, regulations, in- 
| spections, and all kinds of measures had 
been taken to secure as much accuracy 
as possible. This matter was under the 
|most serious attention of the Depart- 
/ment. A report from the Auditor 
/ General always demanded such serious 
| attention and consideration for improve- 
The new Bill 
'would give an opportunity for this. 
Returns would be less numerous, and, 
vouched for by municipal and county 
authorities, would be more reliable than 
‘those furnished by irresponsible, and 
'often careless, school managers. He 
|therefore hoped that a better system 
‘for ascertaining attendance, on which 


/ment in the system. 
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the finance of the Department depended, 
would be carried out. He had often 
spoken on the subject of teachers’ 
tenure of office, and, no doubt, would 
have to make many more speeches on 
that subject during the passage of the 
Bill now before the House. He really 
did not think he would be justified in 
inflicting another oration on the Com- 
mittee, his opinions being well known 
and having been frequently expressed. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) hoped the Department would 
take the greatest care in drawing up the 
new minute in reference to the training 
of teachers, a subject which had received 


regard to registration. 
Department 


He hoped the 
would pursue a liberal 
and not confine grants to 
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arrange matters as to draw into the 
teaching profession the men best adapted 
for the work. So long as the sense of 
insecurity prevailed among this class of 
public servants, the best work would not 
be obtained, and the educational interests 
of the country would suffer. Personally, 
he regarded the speech of the Vice- 
President as full of sympathy on the 
particular question under discussion, and 
if only sufficient pressure were brought 
to bear on the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Government, he believed that at 
no distant date some satisfactory arrange- 
ment would be arrived at. He hoped 
that before the Vote came up for discus- 


sion next year steps would be taken to 
new importance from the regulation in| 


remedy this evil, so that the teaching 
profession of the country would be able 


‘to go forward with their great public 


licy, 
Lette intended entirely for teachers. A | 


case was brought to his attention recently 
of a class of young pupil teachers, who 
were being sent to the Oxford and 
Cambridge settlements, in the East End 
of London, a system which had produced 
excellent results. That was a movement 
which was now going on which might 
possibly be encouraged by the Education 
Department. From the point of view 
of general culture, it would be well to 


bring teachers into contact with other | 


young men receiving a wider profes- 
sional training. He congratulated the 
Vice-President on the better organisation 
of science and art instruction in higher 
schools. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) expressed his desire to associ- 
ate himself with what had been said as 
to the form of the new Minute dealing 
with the grants to be made to residential 
training colleges under the new Education 
Bill. He also wanted to emphasise in 
one word the necessity of giving more 
attention to securing reasonable tenure 
of office to the teachers of elementary 


schools. Having been brought into very | 


close contact with the teachers through- 


out the county which he represented, he | 


found there was practical unanimity 
amongst them in this matter. On this 
point all were agreed, and it was not 
often with regard to educational 
matters that unanimity could be tound. 


The supreme consideration was so to. 


Sir John Gorst. 


task without any of that fear which now 
arose from their insecure position. 


Mr. BRIGG was understood to express 
his agreement with the remarks of the 
hon. Member for East Somersetshire. 
A suggestion had been made as to the 
possibility of training colleges for teachers 
being so far arranged that they might 
afford the education required for second- 
ary purposes in almost every district. 
As pupil teacher centres ought to be 
within reasonable distance of the centres 
where they were likely to find students, 
they would consequently be within 
reasonable distance of those who desired 
secondary education. He would suggest 
to the Vice President that under the 
arrangements which were to be made for 
the purpose of training teachers this 
point should not be lost sight of. He 
thought that the training of teachers 
and the provision of facilities for second- 
ary education might very well go 
together. 


(3.35.) Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) desired 
to emphasise the point raised by the hon. 
Member for East Somersetshire as to 
the curriculum of science and art 
schools. The curriculum imposed by 
South Kensington in the past had been 
too purely scientific. The number of 
hours devoted to science was about 
thirteen out of twenty-five, whereas in 
the realschulen in Germany, out of a week 
of twenty-nine or thirty hours the 
amount of time given to science was n0 
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greater. In the re-organisation of 
secondary education, what above all 
else was wanted, was to turn out men, 
not machines, and that object would 
not be secured unless due weight was 
given to humanistic as opposed to 
scientific teaching. He hoped that in 
this matter the Board of Education 
would be more liberal in its ideas than 
the Department at South Kensington 
had been. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
called attention to what he considered 
was the inadequate support given by the 
Government to evening continuation 
schools. In reply to representations from 
the Lancashire County Council by a Depu- 
tation of which he was a member, the Vice 
President last year promised to look into 
the matter, and, if necessary, to make 
increased provision. The fears then 
expressed as to the insufficiency of the 
grant under the altered Minute of July 
3rd, 1901, had been borne out by the 
facts. In the case of certain evening 
continuation schools, the balance sheets 
of which he held, conducted in the rural 
districts, in connection with the Lons- 
dale Division of the county, it appeared 
that, although the grants paid by the 
Board were the highest that could be 
earned, £26 3s. 6d., they were 37 per 
cent. less than would have been received 
under the old scale which would have 


amounted to £40 12s. In country 
districts especially, there was great 
need to encourage local Committees 


to deal with this matter, but if there 
was to be a risk of pecuniary loss, the 
damage to the cause of education would 
be considerable. Everything possible 
should be done to develop this important 
section of educational work. Complaint 
was often made that the children from the 
elementary schools passed into the world, 
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‘as possible. The action of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the severance of this 
' work from the Department of elementary 
education was not to be commended. In: 
large centres of population the day school- 
masters had frequently been willing to 
forego the opportunity of relaxation in. 
the evenings in order to take charge of, 
and by their self-denying effort (which 
demanded recognition) support these 
schools, and so attract and keep in touch 
| with the children who had previously come 
under their care. Such an arangement had 
| been found to be most advantageous, 
because of the personal knowledge which 
these masters had of the children who 
had passed through the day schools. The 
evening schools ought to be fostered, and 
the Committee should see to it that 
financial consideration did not tend to 
check the development of the work. In 
fairness to the Department it shouldbe said 
that under the increased arrangements for 
the present year the loss on the grant would 
not be quite so large, but the amount that 
could be earned was only £30 10s. 9d. for 
the same work, and this was quite inade- 
‘quate, and he hoped the Vice President 
would carefully consider the matter. 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. WHITLEY desired to bring 
before the Committee two matters 


of economy in staffing. The first was 
one to which he called attention last year, 
viz., an item of £800 as salary to a 
senior examiner who did no examining. 
This gentleman also received a salary of 
£350 a year as Secretary to the Duke of 
Devonshire, and his whole time was taken 
up by his secretarial duties. The Votes 
ought to represent payments for services 
rendered, and the salaries should corre- 
spond to work done. This particular item 
did not carry out that principle, and 
therefore he should move to reduce the 
Vote by £800. The other case was that 
of a second examiner who drew £150 a 





year as Private Secretary to the Vice 
| President himself. Did this gentleman 
do any examining ? 


and lost the smattering of knowledge 
they had acquired, and were thereby 
rendered incapable of availing them- 


selves of the opportunities for better | " 
employment which frequently came, Sir JOHN GORST: No, but both ex- 


to them in later life. In consequence, | aminers doa very large amount of office 
the evening continuation school | work. Both of them had been employed, 
code had been developed to provide | in the preparation of the Education Bill 
for the teaching of children of older | now before Parliament, very long hours 
growth and even of adults, and he thought | indeed, and far beyond office hours. They 
the arrangements for developing that | do not do any examining at all. They 
phase of the work should be as generous | do office work, co:respondence, and 
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preparation of Returns. Why they were 
called examiners he did not know, because 
they did not examine. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if he was to 
understand that those who were called 
examiners under secondary education 
also did no examining. 


Sir JOHN GORST : Yes. 
Mr. WHITLEY: Then they paid 


these salaries as examiners because they 
did not examine. He desired that this 
matter should be made as plain as 
possible. He felt certain that last year 
the Vice President of the Council said 
that this gentleman devoted his whole 
time to his duties as private secretary 
to the Lord President, and that was why 
his salary ought to appear in one sum 
as a salary and not under the Education 
Vote. Last year the Vice President of 
the Council made a most amusing speech 
in defence of the great amount of work 
which these examiners had to do, and 
he thought he was justified in claiming 
that these salaries ought not to appear 
on the'Education Vote atall. His second 
point was in regard to the architect 
employed by the Board of Education. 
This official received a salary of £850 a 
year, fees £100, £150 a year as architect 
to the Seotch Education Office, and 
£105 and fees under Item A, Class IIL., 
as architect to the reformatories and 
industrial schools. Was it a fact that 
this architect was allowed to engage in 
private practice as well ? 


Smr JOHN GORST: That is so. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he should also 
like to know if this architect was allowed 
to do private consultative work with 
regard to the plans which had to be 
approved by the Department afterwards. 


_ Sir JOHN GORST : I believe that 
Is so, 

Mr. WHITLEY thought that was 
a very unsatisfactory system. He 
thought the architect to the Edu- 
cation Department ought not to engage 
in private practice to the detriment of 
other architects. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would be able to assure 
him that such a state of things would 
not be allowed to continue, and he begged 
to move the reduction of this item by 
£200. 

Sir John Gorst. 
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Motion made and Question proposed 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £200.”—(Mr, 
Whitley.) 


Str JOHN GORST said that these 
matters had been brought up for several 
years and had become hardy annuals. 
With regard to the private secretary to 
the Lord President his services were abso- 
lutely necessary, because it was impossible 
for the Minister for Education to know 
all the minute details of the Department, 
and he must keep an expert to advise 
him. The gentleman who had been 
referred to as the secretary to the Duke 
of Devonshire was his own private 
secretary at one time, and he proved so 
useful in that capacity that he had now 
been made a senior examiner at a salary 
of £650 a year and not £800. No one 
who knew the amount of work these 
two gentlemen did would make such a 
suggestion as had been made. With 
regard to one of them, he could assure 
the House that since the Education Bill 
first began to be talked about a year ago, 
this gentleman had done an amount of 
work far beyond what they would dream 
of exacting from any public servant. 
This gentleman had not only been most 
active in the preparation of the Bill and 
meeting the various objections which 
had been raised, but he had superin- 
tended the production of an enormous 
number of Returns and statistics, maps, 
diagrams, and various other things to 
assist the Department and also to supply 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
Cabinet with information which it was 
necessary they should have for this 
extremely complicated Bill. He hoped 
the hon. Member would not reward the 
great public services of these two Gentle. 
men by moving this reduction, for the 
services of one of them had been recog: 
nised by the King. With regard to the 
architect, he was in existence before he 
came to the Education Department. He 
admitted that he did not think the 
arrangements as regarded this architect 
were satisfactory, and when there was a 
vacancy he did not think his successor 
would be appointed on the same terms. 
With regard to his services in the Scotch 
Education Office as~ architect, he had 
nothing to do with that, and the services 
he rendered with reference to the 
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reformatories came under the control 
of the Home Office. He could assure 
the hon. Member that the architect 
was a gentleman of the highest honour, 
and he had taken care that no plan 
upon which he had acted privately 
should be passed by him, for anything 
in which he had _ been personally 
interested was handed over to the 
other officials. He admitted that the 
psition was not satisfactory, and it would 
not be repeated in the case of a future 
holder of the office. He thought it 
would be a misfortune if any Vote in 
Committee of Supply were to interefere 
with their continuing an arrangement 
which had served the country in a 
very admirable manner. 


(4.0.) Mr. WHITLEY said he accepted 
the explanation of the right hon. 
Gentleman with regard to private 
secretaries, and he would not press that 
matter further. The reply with regard 
to the position of the architect was 
eminently unsatisfactory. There would 
be no reform whatever so long as they 
went on the doctrine because a thing 
is, therefore it shall be. He did not 
care how eminent a particular form was. 
It was a rotten system to allow one 
ofice to be responsible for something 
which had to be passed by an official 
of that same office. He did not 
ior a moment suggest that this 
architect would think of passing plans 
which he himself had prepared. but the 
system which enabled him to adjudicate 
om plans which had been prepared by 
his clerks or assistants was one which 
should not be permitted to continue. 


Mr. BRIGG called attention to an item 
of £100 in the accounts as “fees for 
architect."’ There was no explanation 
whatever of that sum. As far as one 
could see it might as well have been 
£500 or £1,000. 


Mr. YOXALL asked 
President of the Council what the 
Education Department proposed to 
doin regard to building rules in future. 
Until recently there was a schedule of 
tules in the day school code, but that 
had been abolished, and only a vague 
article was found in regard to new 


buildings. 


the Vice- 


{15 JuLty 1902} 


Service Estimates. 274 


Sir JOHN GORST said that new 
building rules were about to be issued. 
They were now undergoing revision with 
the view of making them very much 
more simple. The last time he inquired 
he was told that they would be ready in 
about a fortnight. That was a fortnight 
ago. He fully expected that they would 
have been issued by this time. 


Mr. YOXALL: There is no intention. 
to relax the severity of the rules ? 


Sm JOHN GORST: They will be 
relaxed in this sense that they will be 
less particular and complicated. They 
will leave a great deal more to the 
discretion of the local authority in regard 
to the buildings. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said there was an 
amount of not unnatural anxiety in 


regard to this question. The rules 
in the past had been one of the 
reasons for the enormous improve- 


ment of school buildings in the country, 
and any relaxation in regard to vital 
particulars would be a serious thing. 
It would not be in order to discuss the 
Education Bill at present, but perhaps he 
would be allowed to say that there were 
to be certain powers given to the new 
authority under Section 9 in regard to 
the provision of new schools, and if the 
building rules were in any way relaxed 
the working of that Clause would be quite 
different from what it would be other- 
wise. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) said he 
understood that men were entered in 
high position in the service of the Eduea- 
tion Department without passing through 
a civil service examination. In that way 
serious injustice was done to the ordinary 
clerks, inasmuchas it prevented promotion. 
It was very unjust that these men should 
be put over their heads in this way. He 
understood that they passed in without 
any examination whatever. That was a 
matter which required to be cleared up. 
In the Public Accounts Committee he 
asked an official in regard to the architect. 
He was told that according to the 
architect’s agreement with the Depart- 
ment he should not be allowed to adjudi- 
}cate on any plans that he had himself 
|prepared or in regard to which he had 
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given advice. He thought at the time 
that that was a satisfactory answer, but 
he understood now that if he did not 
personally do it some of his subordinates 
did it. 


Sir JOHN GORST : Somebody has to 
adjudicate on the plans. I did not know 
there was an agreement, but I know what 
the practice is. The practice is that the 
architect does not adjudicate on any plan 
in regard to which he has been personally 
cousulted. 


Mr. GODDARD said that seemed to 
be very unsatisfactory. If a man im- 
mediately under the control of the archi- 
tect adjudicated on the plans he really 
thought there ought to be an alteration. 


Sir JOHN GORST said the examiners 
in future would be appointed from the 
junior inspectors. That was the inten- 
tion which was in the mind of the Govern- 
ment at present. There was an enormous 
variety of schools to inspect, and in 
making new appointments, those best 
suited for the particular class of schools 
would be chosen. He could assure the 
hon. Gentleman that though not appointed 
by competitive examination, they were 
men who had taken good degrees at the 
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universities or university colleges. They 
were men who in every way had shown 
their general competence. They must 
also have had considerable experience in 
teaching in schools of various kinds, 


Mr, BRIGG reminded the right hon, 
Gentleman that he had not answ ered the 
question about the fees of the architect, 


Str JOHN GORST gave an answer 
which was inaudible in the gallery. 


Mr. BRIGG: He gets £850 for doing 
the work, and then he gets £100 besides, 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said it was no answer whatever to say 
that the architect was an honourable 
gentleman. He ought not to be put in 
such a position that his private interest 
and his public duty might conflict with 
each other. That was a broad principle 
for which they had been contending on 
the Opposition side of the House from 
time to time. There shouid not be the 
faintest suspicion attached to those en- 
gaged in the public service. 


(4.13.) Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 123; 
Noes, 177. (Division List No. 291.) 
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Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusH nryEden 
Anson, Sir William Rey nell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
3anbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bizwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3owles, T.Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Ball, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
( ‘hambe rlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas en 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Lord 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Godson. Sir Augustus Frederick 
(Gordon, Hon. J. E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. B.C. Ormsby- (Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Go-chen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
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Thomas,J A(Gl«morgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelvan, Charles Phillips 
Ure. Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R 
Ww hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred W.(Norfolk,Mid. 


NOES. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wed’sbury 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG ( Midx. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHowand Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- — Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Bri’ htside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Fav’rsham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohoH. 
Kenyon-Slauey,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hon WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M'Iver, David “ “4 verpool) 
Mac onochie, A. 
M’Arthur, C “it 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Maxwell, W.JH(Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JoinThrogmort’n 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morton. ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Myers, William Henry 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
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Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitley and = Mr. 
Soares. 


Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasche, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
fenshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Roberts, § Samuel (Sheftield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G.Stopford- 
Sadler, Co!. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut. -Co]. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.([sle of Wight 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
ee Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L loyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-L yhe 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
W ilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Heary Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstro: g 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrend and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £78,706, to complete the sum for 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, 
and Intermediate Education, Wales. 

Cuass V. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £277,570, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903, for the expenses in con- 
nection with His Majesty’s Embassies, 
Missions, and Consular Establishments 
Abroad, and other Expenditure charge- 
able to the Consular Vote.” 


(4.28.) Str ALBERT ROLLIT said 
that on a former occasion on the Diplo- 
matic and Consular Vote he had tried to 
resume the discussion interrupted on the 
Foreign Oftice Vote, and draw attention 
to the question of the relation which 
ought to be maintained between the 
diplomatic and consular service on the 
one hand, and the commerce of the 
country on the other. He thought that 
a comparison between the condition of 
affairs in this and other countries led 
one to the conclusion that both in diplo- 
macy and consular action the promotion 
of commerce took a much more direct 
and impertant part in foreign than in 
our own service. At the same time, he 
was glad to acknowledge that he had 
frequently heard diplomatists state that 
one of the duties of the representatives of 
this country was to have regard to its 
commerce, and to promote good com- 
mercial relations between the country 
which they represented and the coun- 
tries to which they were accredited. He 
knew that in many instances our repre- 
sentatives had done their best to promote 
British commercial progress. From that 
point of view the consular service was 
perhaps of even more importance than 
the diplomatic service; and he could 
not help saying that in that branch there 
was a greater disparity between our own 
and other countries. 
due to the fact that in foreign countries 


{COMMONS} 


That might be | 
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| only was there a course of education in 
‘the higher. commercial schools and 
colleges particularly adapted to the 
training of consuls, but there was a 
| gradation in the consular ranks, which 
| led to the higher branches of the service. 
'Young men commenced as cadets and 
ultimately, after a severe course of train- 
ing, took a high position in the consular 
service. Therefore, it was eminently 
desirable that our consuls, though they 
' had other duties to perform—and that, 
after all, reduced itself to a question of 
salary—ought to be the out-posts of 
British commerce, and the Intelligence 
Department available for the help of our 
‘commercial people. Now, the system of 
the appointment to the consular service 
was very different in this country from 
that which obtained in any other 
country. It was mainly a system of 
patronage, which was difficult to defend. 
Of course it was impossible to imagine 
that that system could be abused by such 
statesmen as Lord Salisbury or Lord 
Rosebery; but the expression made use 
of on the occasion of the last debate by 
the noble lord the Under Secretary with 
reference to the reward of men who had 
served the country in distant parts of 
the world showed that it was a system 
which was advisedly not only adhered 
to, but put in practice in certain cases. 
The noble Lord said they had to pro- 
vide for those who had done service to 
the State in such undeveloped coun- 
tries as Africa. It was perfectly true 
that such persons were entitled to 
recognition, but he did not think the 
reward of gentlemen of that class was, 
| as a rule, properly carried out when they 
were put into consular posts. It must 
end in a large measure in putting 
square men in round holes, and although 
their service was ripe for reward he did 
/not think the reward should take the 
form of positions for which these gentle- 
men were not trained. He admitted 
| that there had been considerable im- 
provement in our diplomatic consular 
| service, and that the increase in the 
number of commercial attachés was 
beneficial, although there was room for 





the consular service was more organised | More, and there were one or two places 

commerically, and was certainly dealt | where at present there were no attachés, 

with on a footing which was not general | but where their presence was desirable. 

in our own country. For instance, | Though that was so, he believed the 

in the ease of France, he found that not | attach’s who had been appointed had 
‘ 
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rendered real service. Consular agents 
also had recently been appointed, and 
their visits here toa number of Chambers 
of Commerce to confer with those directly 
interested in commerce was a desirable 
step, and he desired to acknowledge it. 


He thought there was some need for a , 


larger representation of our commerce 
in the colonies, and appointments made 
in that direction in some of the larger 
colonies would be most desirable. Re- 
cognition was also due to the Foreign 
Office for the improvements made in the 
regulations relating to consular duties ; 
nevertheless, he thought there was 
room now for greater expansion in that 
direction. Having regard to the steps 
which had been taken by foreign 
countries to make their consular service 
as useful as possible to the commerce of 
their countries, we certainly ought, at all 
events, to watch, if we were not able to 
iollow in their footsteps, although we 
could follow to a considerable extent. 
The action of the Foreign Office and the 
Colonial Office in securing recognition 
jor colonia! demands was a great step in 
the right direction. Having made those 
acknowledgments, there were one or 
two points on which he desired to make 
some observations of asomewhat different 
character. Complaint had been made 
that consuls were not sufticiently familiar 
as a rule with the language of the 
countries in which they represented us. 
He was informed that in Russia there 
were not more than six who were ableto 
converse in the language of that country. 
In other years it was not so important 
to know Russian, a knowledge of French 
and German being quite sufficient for 
consuls in that country, but owing to the 
dev clopment of the interior it had become 
absolutely necessary to be able to con- 
verse in the Russian language. [Excep- 
tion had also been taken to the large 
number of foreigners who represented 
this country in consular offices. That 
Was a matter it was not, perhaps, always 
possible to avoid ; there were exceptional 


eases in which persons of influence 
among men of business abroad might 
make the best representatives. but 


as a general rule our own countrymen 
were the best representatives of our 
own country. There were a consider- 
able number of foreigners represent 
ing us in Switzerland, for instance. 
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Of course it might be a question of 
salary, and after looking through 
the list some of the salaries did 
appear to him to be most inadequate. 


Then with regard to the consular 
reports. Some were most excellent, as 


witness the report of the Consul at 
Stettin, which was only a sample of 
many others which might be cited, but 
one had only to read some of the more 
meagre to see how inadequate they were. 
If comparison were made between the 
speed of publication of our consular 
reports and those of other countries, 
especially the United States, the com- 
parison would not be to our advantage, 
and in these days, when time was money 
and despatch meant business, publication 
almost contemporaneous with the course 
of events was necessary to give the 
reports any value at all. One point in 
which we were excelled by the United 
States was in the publication of special 
reports in connection with sudden de- 
velopments of new or special branches of 
industry. On such occasions it was 
impossible to wait for the annual report, 
and it was then important that we should 
have special reports ; and in comparison 
with those of the United States, the 
special reports of this country were very 
few. He had given, he thought, reason- 
able and proper praise for the work 
which had been effected, but on the 
other hand he would suggest that there 
was still room for improvement, and he 
hoped the noble Lord would reconsider 
the propriety of placing gentlemen who 
had done admirable service in savage 
and undeveloped countries in the posi- 


‘tion of consular agents, where they had 


to deal with cute business men. He 
hoped some other mode would be adopted 
of rewarding them. The reforms to 
be carried out by the Foreign Office 
might not be such as he had ventured 
to suggest in detail, but reform was 
certainly required, and he thought 
that nothing would be effected until 
there was a great reorganisation in the 
Departments dealing with the consular 
work. He heard demands made for a 
Minister of Commerce. He himself was 
content to accept the President of the 
Board of Trade as the Minister of Com- 
merce ; but trade matters, he thought, 
ought to be dealt with by one Minister, 
who should be responsible to Parliament. 


M 
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At present, there seemed to be a great 
want of organisation in dealing with 
these matters; the Board of Trade 
represented trade interests in general ; 
the Foreign Office managed foreign at- 
fairs and the consular service ; and in 
addition there was the representation of 
the Colonies, and India, and the like. 
Let him take an illustration. He was a 
member of the Commercial Intelligence 
Department of the Board of Trade, and 
the work of that Department had been 
done as well as the resources would 
permit. Steps had been taken to 
ascertain the state of trade in Persia, 
Siberia, and other places, but to show 
the bodies with which they had to 
deal it was only necessary to look at the 
constitution of that Department. It was 
a Department of the Board of Trade, 
and in it there were representatives of 
the Foreign Office, commercial side ; of 
the India Office, of the Board of Trade 
itself, of the Colonial Office, and others. 
They did excellent work, but he felt that 
that organisation was not a proper one 
when there were so many different 
Departments to consult and take into 
account. He thought the responsibility 
and management of commercial matters 
should be placed in the hands of one 
Department. and the head of that De- 
partment should be the Minister of 
Commerce in this country. He wished 
to say one word on the subject intro- 
duced by his right hon. friend in the 
most able speech which he had delivered 
in relation to the Diplomatic Vote. 
When it was sought to discuss com- 
mercial matters on that Vote, the Chair- 
man ruled that it was out of order to do 


Supply —Civil 


so. but he thought ‘ie was in order in | 


saying that he could express the fullest 


concurrence of the commercial com- 
munity in what was then said, that 
the difficulties which arose between 


should be 
became the 


other countries 
before they 


us and 
disposed ot 


source of acute difficulty to this country. | 
He referred particularly to the desira- | 
bility of finding an amicable solution of | 


the Newfoundland difficulty with France. 
Public opinion in France was directed to 


the same end, and our interest pointed | 


in the direction of establishing the best 

relations with France and Russia. Con- 

aular representation should be made as 

commercial as possible, and we should 
Sir Albert Rollit. 
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be then placed in more close relations 
with those actually engaged in commerce. 
That consultation of those directly inter- 
ested in the trade and commerce of the 
country would be useful to diplomacy 
was Shown by the fact that the opinion 
of the Chambers of Commerce was 
adverse to the taking of Wei-Hai-Wei, 
and favourable as an alternative to the 
choice of Chus:n or some position nearer 
to the Yang-tsze than Wei-Hai-Wei. He 
impressed upon the Foreign Office the 
fact that they had in their care com- 
mercial duties of the highest character, 
and he hoped the matters to which he 
had drawn attention wouid receive the 
consideration of the noble Lord. 


Mr. BRIGG, speaking as a Member who 
took great interest in this matter, and 
who took eare that consular reports were 
distributed amongst those most likely to 
read them, thought he might be per- 
mitted to say a few words upon this 
Vote. He was not in entire agreement 
with all his hon. friend had said, and he 
desired to point out the difficulty in 
which the Foreign Office was placed in 
collecting that information which was 
valuable to the manufacturers of this 
country. It was not so essential for the 
consular agents to send over the number 
of ships carrying merchandise as to send 
over a Classification of the goods used. 
the method in which the information 
was supplied could, he thought, be 
improved. In the first place, any infor- 
mation with regard to railway and 
other charges on the Continent might 
be suppliedin such a form that it could 
be most useful, and the amounts might 
be given in English money, and if in 
other matters the English equivalent for 
foreien weights and measures was given, 
the information would be much more 
useful and the Returns of much more 
value. This should be no trouble to 
our consular agents. 


(4.54.) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES sym- 
pathised with the references made to the 
Consular service, and thought there 
could be no doubt but that the Foreign 
Ottice had looked with disfavour on re- 


| searches of a consular character. The con- 
| sul abroad was originally senior British 


merchant in the place of his appoint- 
ment. For years past he had _ been 
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something very different—a retired officer, 
who perhaps might be a most deserving 
person, but who was often not thoroughly 
competent to deal with commercial 
interests. An overhauling of the consular 
service was required, but he thought it 
must still remain under the Foreign 
Office. but the Foreign Office should 
realise that it was the Foreign Office of 
a commercial country. As to the 
consular reports themselves, the Com- 
mittee could searcely realise the in- 
capacity shown by the Foreign Oftice in 
elementary matters of business. He 
complained that the consular reports 
often did not show clearly from whom 
they came and the year to which they 
referred. For example, a report in his 
hand purporting to deal with the trade 
of Lorenzo Marques for 1900 contained 
accounts for 1899, 1900, and 1901. It 
was the report of a consul-general— 
where, he was not told. The expression 
“this year’s census” occurred in the 
report, but what year was meant he 
did not know. It was painful to find 
the Foreign Ottice betraying such a want 
of knowledge of commercial affairs, 
and he hoped the Department would 
realise the importance of attaching 
to consular statements the date when 
written, and the writer's name. As 
to ambassadors, the rules for their 
election appeared to be very vague, and 
the Committee had little opportunity of 
gathering any account of their de- 
meanour, or of estimating the amount of 
success due to their personal influence 
and tact. Ambassadors had one advan- 
tage over Ministers, viz., that they were 
compulsorily retired at the age of seventy. 
He would commend that rule to the 
right hon. Gentleman who was now 
forming an Administration, because it 
might very well be applied to other De- 
partments. If an ambassador was too 
old properly to discharge his duties at 
seventy, a Lord Chancellor was not too 
young to retire at seventy-six. On the 
general duties of ambassadors. he was 
by no means satisfied with the ambassa- 
dorial work of recent years. Its effect 
had been the alienation of Persia and 
lurkey ; Persia had been thrown into 
the arms of Russia without any agree- 
ment having been come to, and there 
was the undoubted fact, referred to by 
the right hon. Baronet on a previous 
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occasion, of a considerable change in the 
attitude of Italy towards this country. 
He was sorry to say that he believed 
that change of attitude was entirely due 
to our Ambassador at Rome. Lord 
Currie had been pushed on with great 
assiduity in the diplomatic service, but 
the rapidity of his promotion was not 
warranted by his diplomatic achieve- 
ments. Certainly in Constantinople 
Lord Currie managed to make himself 
extremely disagreeable to the Powers, and 
in consequence England lost advantages 
she might otherwise have gained, and 
things contrary to her interest, which 
might have been prevented, had been 
carried into effect. On the whole Lord 
Currie could not be considered to have 
been a decided success at Constantinople. 
He went to that post m 1894, in 1898 
he was translated to Rome, where his 
career had not been attended with any 
greater success. He believed he was 
right in saying—but on this point the 
Under Secretary of State would correct 
him if he was wrong — that so 
disagreeable had been the demeanour 


of this Ambassador at the Court 
of Italy that positively a request 
had been addressed to the Foreign 
Office for his recall. If that was the case, 
and he was informed on_ excellent 
authority that it was so, a great 


responsibility rested upon the Foreign 
Office for keeping him there. But 
whether that were true or not, the 
mission of Lord Currie to Rome had not 
been the brilliant success that might 
have been expected from the rapid 
promotion of which he had_ been the 
subject, and he believed he was justified 
in saying thit the change in_ the 
attitude of Italy was very largely due to 
the non-success of his diplomatic efforts. 
He was perfectly aware that there might 
have been great difficulties and extenuat 
ing circumstances, and to ensure an 
answer on this matter he moved to 
reduce the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£276,570, be granted for the said 


Service.’ —(Mr. Gibson Bowl: s.) 


Mr. YOXALL asked for information 
as to the present condition of matters 
relating to the British Consulate at 


M2 
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Odessa. A complaint had been made of 
the removal of the Consulate from 
the commercial part of the city to the 
vicinity of the tennis grounds. It was 
alleged by those who knew that too many 
of our consuls abroad neglected their 
proper duties for other considerations, 
and the removal of the Consulate from 
the commercial quarter of Odessa was 
merely typical of a general defect in the 
consular system. In this particular 
instance it caused a great deal of 
inconvenience, additional expense, and 
loss of time to British shipmasters. 
Upon making representations to the 
Foreign Office he received a letter 
promising something in the nature of 
redress, and he desired to know whether 
that promise had been carried out. He 
agreed to a large extent with the 
remarks of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn on the question of the con- 
sular service generally. Great im- 
provements were necessary, not only in 
regard to the number of consular officers, 
but also as to their location, authority 
and nationality. We employed nearly 
1,000 consular servants who were 
not of British nationality at all, 
and these persons came into contact with 
otlicial secrets, and with matters referring 
to British Imperial interests in what 
seemed to him to be a very loose and 
unsafe way. He did not suggest that 
it was impossible for a foreigner to be 
a faithful servant of the British Crown, 
but he did suggest that when British 
born subjects were scattered all over the 
world, it would be worth the while of 
the Foreign Office to take some pains 
to secure as consular agents in remote 
places British born persons, instead of 
appointing men of foreign extraction. 
The present state of affairs was very 
much the result of the desire of the 
Foreign Office to run the service on the 
cheapest possible basis. By the employ- 
ment of unpaid consular agents the 
service worked out at a cost of about 
£19 per man per year, whereas in the 
Diplomatic Service the cost per man per 
year was something like £1,700. He 
thought it might be well to spend a little 
less than £1,700 per manon the Diplomatic 
Service, and a little more than £19 per 
man on the Consular Service, which was 
naturally more extensive, had representa- 
tives in many more places, and had to do 


with very important British interests— 


Mr. Youall. 
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{t was a mistake of organisation that the 
Consular Service should be under the 
Foreign Office at all. So long as British 
consuls were expected to deal with 
matters of trade, he thought that, where- 
ever possible, men acquainted with com- 
merce, and formerly engaged in trade, 
should be appointed. Since, however, 
they had also to do with diplomatic work, 
he thought they might, perhaps, criticise 
the way in which the Foreign Office had 
of recent years withdrawn some of the 
consular officers from quarters in which 
eyes and ears for this country were 
particularly necessary, as, for example, 
had been done in Asia Minor and Morocco, 
Whether the Committee considered the 
location of the consular agents, or their 
nationality, or the way in which, in order 
to save expense, unpaid agents were 
employed, and it was rendered impossible 
for the Foreign Office properly to check 
their work, at every point it would be 
found that the Consular Service required 
revision, amendment, and improvement, 
and he would be heartily glad to learn 
that something in that direction was 
being done. He was glad to learn that 
on two points, at any rate, Improvement 
had been etfected—viz. in the appoint- 
ment of commercial agents at Zurich, 
and in thé abandonment of fees to British 
subjects who sought trade advice. 


(5.15.) Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) 
agreed with what had been said as to 
the importance of our consuls knowing 
the language of the country to which 
they were appointed. The reputation 
gained by Sir William White in the early 
days of his career was largely due to his 
mastery of the vernaculars in different parts 
of the south-east of Europe, because, from 
aidiplomatic point of view, he obtained a 
great deal of useful information. But 
the duties of the consuls who had been 
spoken of were of a very different char- 
acter. With regard to Odessa he noticed 
that the salary was a large one, the 
amount being £900 a year, with an allow- 
ance of £450 for office expenses, and 
there was also a vice-consul at £300. To 
earry out what the hon. Member for 
South Islington had suggested, would 
require a special Russian Consular Service, 
on the footing of the China, Japan, and 
Siam services. He had several times tried 
to master the Russian language, and though 
he had succeeded in many other languages 
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he had not succeeded with Russian. He 
was sure that the time required to acquire 
the Russian language would necessitate 
special training. 
dundances and deficiencies in the Foreign 
Ottice Vote. The absence of a British 
representative at Bolivia had already 
been referred to. If we needed a re- 
presentative there in the °40’s, surely 
there was more need for one now than 
sixty years ago, with all our great in- 
crease in trade. He was in the capital 
of Bolivia last August, and he knew that 
this country had a very considerable 
trade there in minerals and rubber. The 
rubber grown there was said to be quite 
equal to that grown near the mouth of 
the Amazon. He noticed that nearly 
£2,000 was spent at Munich, and he did 
not think it would be too much to spend 
£500 or £600 at Bolivia, where there 
were already about 200 Englishmen. In 
the case of a firm in Bolivia composed of 
an Englishman and a German, their 
dispute had to be settled by the German 
representatives, because there was no 
British Consul there. That state of things 
involved a loss of prestige to Britishers 
there. Before leaving South America, 
he wished to impress upon his noble 
friend the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, the necessity of watching very 
carefully the way in which the authorities 
of the Argentine Republic followed up 
what seemed to be an exceedingly brutal 
murder which occurred, not in a very 
remote part of the Argentine, but ina 
fairly central region. A young English- 
man was charged upon some frivolous 
pretext, and was wounded with a pistol 
by a police officer, and the wound proved 
to be a mortal one. The Argentine 
Republic was a set of States in which 
the Federal principle was highly developed, 
and the provincial governments had a | 
very free hand and did not always treat 
matters in a European manner. He 
wished to have the views of His} 
Majesty’s Government pressed upon the 
central government. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn seemed to have been 
very unfortunate in regard to these 
consular reports, for a great many of 
them appeared to him to be exceedingly 
useful. Those reports went to show 
that English merchants did not get | 
foreign markets because they did not 
publish their catalogues in the vernacular, 
and would not use the weights and | 


{15 Jury 1902} 


There were both re- | 


|was the case with 
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; measures and prices of foreign coun- 
‘tries. Again, no steps were taken 
to produce the article required, and our 
merchants continued to send out the 
same article time after time. Whether 
anybody except theoretical people read 
these reports he did not know, but as 
soon as a merchant heard of anything 
good, he did not wait for the report of 
the Foreign Office. With regards to 
this country being represented abroad 
by foreigners, Lord Curzon, when he 
represented the Foreign Office in this 
House, said that that was practically the 
universal custom. He thought the 
hardship alleged would have to be much 
more strongly made out before any such 
drastic steps as those suggested could be 
taken. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that he understood that some- 
times a subordinate member of the 
consular staff was a foreigner, Lut he 
thought the idea of the Foreign Office 
was, that so far as they could do it, they 
got men of British nationality in the 
consular service. ‘There was a case in 
Berlin some time ago, where this country 
appointed the banker of Prince Bismarck, 
and it struck him at that time that a 
man more unfit to represent British 
interests in Germany could not be found 
than Prince Bismarck’s banker. His hon. 
friend said they had no consuls in 
Moroeeo and Asia Minor. Our consuls 
there used to be military consuls, not 
intended to look after commercial in- 
terests, but to watch and guard us against 
Russian aggression. There was no good 
object served by having a commercial 
consul in places where they had no 
trade, or only a very small amount, as 
Morocco and Asia 
Minor. He was very glad that his hon. 
friend opposite had raised this question, 


| because it was a most important one. 
| He was what was called a little Englander. 
| He was opposed to the wild and reckless 


militarism which, at present, was in 
favour with hon. Gentlemen opposite, 


and with some on this side of the House. 


He was a strong advocate of large ex- 
penditure being undertaken by the 
Government for the spreading and look- 
ing [after of our commerce, but he did 


‘not think, considering what we spent on 


our Army and Navy, we spent a sufficient 
amount on our consular service. The 


‘ 
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primary mistake in connection with the 
consular service, was that it was not 
made a profession. What happened was 
that Ministers — he was not speaking 
particularly of Ministers at present on 
the Treasury Bench—who did not know 
what to do with a tenth cousin, or 
hanger-on, tried to get him appointed 
asa consul. That person was a decent, 
respectable man, he did not offend or 
lower the dignity of the British Empire, 
but, unfortunately, he knew nothing about 
commerce. The hon. Member had come 
across consuls who were charming men ; 
he knew nothing personally against them, 
but certainly no country would think of 
having these men as commercial agents. 
They could not write reports, but they 
went to some merchant, perhaps their 
tailor or somebody, and asked him to 
write a report. They signed it, and 
sent it home. These reports were, in 
many cases, not worth the paper they 
were written on. Some of the reports 
were very good, but many of them were 
very poor. These men had no com- 
mercial education. The Foreign Office 
mus¢ recognise that this must be made 
a profession. They must take young 
men who had passed an examination, 


and put them as pupils in divers 
Consulates, giving them a_ small 


salary. Then, according to their fitness 
for the work they could be promoted to 
be vice-consuls, consuls, and consuls- 
general with larger salaries. Our consular 
service in the matter of commercial 
intelligence was below that of France. He 
could not agree with his hon. friend 
opposite that the consular service should 
be put under the Board of Trade, and 
separated from the Foreign Office. The 
negotiations with foreign countries would 
not be put im the hands of the Board of 
Trade ; they would be carried on by the 
Foreign Office. But they might attach 
more importance to the commercial 
department of the Foreign Office. They 
ought to have a very good man at the 
head of it, and he should look well after 
the consuls and the staff, and there should 
not be this tenth-cousin system of 
appointment. The reports received from 
the consuls should he sent to the Board 
of Trade, and if necessary communicated 
by the Foreign Office to the great towns 
and the commercial agencies in the 


United Kingdom. Then, he thought, 
we should have a_mueh_ better 
service than at the present time. 


Mr. Lahouchere. 


{COMMONS} 
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The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
complained of the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government in Italy, and stated that it 
had led to the friendly feeling which used 
to exist between the two countries being 
considerably weakened. In that he 
entirely agreed with his hon. friend, but 
he went on to say that Lord Currie was 
absolutely responsible for this. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Not wholly. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Well, that Lord 
Currie was in part responsible. Lord 
Currie had to obey orders in Italy. His 
hon. friend said that the Italian Govern- 
ment had made application that His 
Majesty’s Government should withdraw 
Lord Currie. He was very curious to 
hear whether that was a fact. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): No. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The noble Lord 
said it was not a fact. If Lord Currie, 
or any other person, made himself 
politically or socially disagreeable to the 
Government in the place where he 
resided, and that Government asked that 
the gentleman should be changed, he 
could perfectly understand that it would 
be wise on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government to listen to that demand, 
and to put him in some other place. 
But he gathered that that was not the 
case in Rome. He thought it was 
hardly fair that his hon. iriend should 
make the general railing accusation he 
had made against Lord Currie without 
giving the Committee chapter and verse. 
His hon. friend had said that Lord 
Currie’s promotion was exceedingly 
quick. He had been in the Foreign 
Office for the last forty years, and rose 
gradually until he became Assistant 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
He had been sufficiently long in what 
might be called the diplomatic service to 
entitle him to become an ambassador. 
The late Lord Pauncefote was very 
much in the same position as Lord 
Currie, and he made an_ excellent 
ambassador, who rendered valuable 
service to the country. He did not 
think it was fair of his hon. friend to 
suggest that Lord Currie had been 
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pitch-forked into the position of am- | 
bassador in order to throw upon him 
the blame for what possibly the Foreign 
Office was responsible, unless he could 
show, chapter and verse, that he had 
bungled his instructions, or done some- | 
thing personally to produce ill-feeling 
between Italy and England, irrespective 
of the policy which was pursued by the | 
Foreign Office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said his 
remarks had been based on information 
given to him, from a source which he 
could scarcely have doubted, that the 
Court of Rome had absolutely requested 
the Foreign Office in London to recall 
Lord Currie; but if the noble Lord 
denied that, of course a large part of 
his argument fell to the ground. 


THE MASTER ‘or ELIBANK (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) asked whether, in 
view of the increasing importance of 
Vladivostok, the Foreign Office would 
not follow the example already set by 
Germany, and appoint a consu! for 
that district. 


*“(5.40.) Lorp CRANBORNE §$said 
they were quite alive to the importance 
of representation at Vladivostok. Ger- 
many had nothing quite so important as 
a consular agent there; they had, how- 
ever, acommercial agent, which was, 
perhaps, a humbler form of the same 
article. No doubt it would be very 
much to the advantage of this country 
it we had a similar representative, and 
the matter was under consideration. 
The greater part of the debate had 
turned on the consular service, but 
some reference to the diplomatic service 
had been interposed. His hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn, with the 
passion for condemnation that always 
pursued him, had condemned the whole 
diplomatic service of the Empire as 
inetiicient. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE - said _ the 
ambassadors only shared the condem- 
nation with the Government. He did 
not believe he had ever heard a single 
word of approval, either of his political 
friends, or of the public servants, trom his 
hon. friend. He certainly should not 
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subscribe to his condemnation of our am~ 
bassadors. He thought his hon. friend 
was very properly answered by the hon. 
Member for Northampton. In attacking 


'Lord Currie, he took no account of the 


policy that ambassadors had to pursue. 
It did not follow because an ambas- 
sador had not always been on good terms 
with the Court to which he was accredited 
that, therefore, it was the fault of the 
ambassador. An ambassador was a 
confidential person who carried out the 
instructions he received, and, if that 
oceasionally brought him into conflict 
with the Court to which he was accredited, 
it only meant that he was a faithful 
servant in the discharge of his country’s 
interests. For his part he had never 
heard that there was any unpopularity 
attaching to our ambassadors at St. 
Petersburg, Paris, or Berlin. What, then, 
became of his hon. friend’s general con- 
demnation ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he dd 
not say a word about the ambassado rs 
at St. Petersburg or Berlin. The only 
general reference he had made was as 
to the unfortunate result of recent 
Foreign Office policy in Turkey, Persia, 
Spain, and France. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE said, on the 
contrary, his hon. friend attributed un- 
fortunate results to the incapacity of the 
British representatives. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE said he need 
only appeal to the recerd which must 
inevitably appear to prove that that was 
the case. The hon. Gentleman was quite 
entitled to attack the Government ; he 
always did. But he left it to the Com- 
mittee to say whether he was not wrong 
in first attacking the diplomatie repre- 
sentatives of this country throughout 
the world, and then attempting to explain 
it away by saying that what he really con- 
demned was the policy of the Government. 
He did not share the hon. Member's views. 
Our ambassadors were placed in an 
especially difficult position, because this, 
being a world-wide Empire, we were 
brought into conflict, to some extent, 
with the interests of nearly every 
country in the world. He did not mean 
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to say that they were uniformly in 
conflict, but there were points and 
elements about the policy of this 
country which were in conflict with the 
interests of nearly every foreign country. 
Our interests, therefore, must be repre- 
sented by our diplomatic representatives, 
and it was not surprising that on 
occasions they were not absolutely upon 
as good terms as he believed generally 
characterised their position. In regard 
to other countries, one of the difficulties 
which our policy had to encounter was 
that we were essentially non-aggressive 
in our policy; and the barbarous, or he 
meant rather the less civilised, countries 
were naturally enough strongly im- 
pressed with the influence and impor- 
tance of Great Britain in the councils of 
the world. Notwithstanding the fact 
that our policy was non-aggressive and 
all for the maintenance of the status quo, 
we were able to exercise a great influence 
on the less civilised parts of the world. 
Reference had been made by his hon. 
friend to Lord Currie. This ambassador 
had been a very distinguished public 
servant for many years. He served his 
time in the Foreign Office, and rose to 
be the Principal Permanent Under- 
Secretary of the Foreign Office. In that 
capacity Lord Currie had earned the 
greatest credit to himself, and had con- 
ducted the affairs of the Foreign Office 
in a way which was beyond reproach. 
After this he was promoted to be an 
ambassador. As had already been 
pointed out, exactly the same course had 
been pursued in the case of Lord 
Pauncefote; and now the hon. Member 
attacked Lord Currie as an ambassador. 
What had been his recent history ? He 
ventured to say there was no country 
in Europe with whom we had worked 
on such cordial terms as Italy at this 
moment. Not only in Europe, but in 
Africa, many questions of great ditliculty 
and delicacy arose between the British 
and the Italian Governments along the 
north-east coast of Africa. We had 
worked hand in hand in Somaliland. 
All the difficulties there of late, which 
had been considerable, had been con- 


ducted without any friction whatever | 


between ourselves and the Italian 
Government. The same thine could 
be said of the Sudan frontier; 


and he had oceasion a few days ago 
Lord Cranborne. 


{COMMONS} 
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to explain to the Committee that the 
recent difficulties with regard to Malta 
and Tripoli had been admirably solved. 
Were we to deprive our ambassadors 
abroad of the credit of this state of things ? 
Was it fair of his hon. friend to gibbet 
Lord Currie as an incompetent ambas- 
sador when he had to his credit the 
solution of these several questions, and 
the smooth working ot the international 
relations between this country and 
Italy? It was not fair; and the hon. 
Member ought to give Lord Currie the 
eredit, which was his due, of having 
conducted to a_ successful conclusion 
these difficult matters which he had 
mentioned. As far as he was able to 
judge, our representatives in the diplo- 
matie service were at least as good as 
those of any other country in the world, 
a d we had no cause to be ashamed of 
them. They were quite ready in dipl- 
macy to take account of commercial 
interests. The Foreign Office was in 
constant communication, for example, 
in regard to Chinese questions, with the 
commercial interests of this country. 
Perpetual communications were passing 
between ourselves and the China 
merchants in London, and those interested 
in the China trade and the Chinese 
question. Although he fully recognised 
that in modern times the consular 
service required to take special account 
of commercial considerations, he could 
not honestly say that there was an 
enthusiastic opinion on the subject 
among the best trading interests in 
this country. If the leading traders 
and manufacturers were asked whether 
they required assistance from our 
Consular agents, they almost invariably 
said * No; we mind our own business; 
we understand it twenty times better 
than your consuls; we have our own 
representatives, and this is part of the 
enterprise in which we are engaged.” 
Though he recognised that they must 
do all they could in respect of the 
consular service, a word of caution was 
not out of place in pointing out that this 
was not the view of a part of the best trad- 
ing interests of this country. He regret- 
ted that the hon. Member opposite had 
not given him notice as to the subject of 
Odessa, but he would make inquiries on 
the subject of the Consulate. With 
regard to Bolivia he could not subseribe to 
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thestatement that our trade with that; Mr. MOON: I suggested rearrange- 
country Wasalargeone. There was,how-| ment and distribution of the money 
ever, a great deal to besaidforthe necessity already in hand. 

of commercial representation. As to the fi 
promotion of Protectorate officials, he was | *LorD CRANBORNE said it was not 
afraid that something he said the other | an unfair suggestion, and he would give 
day had been misunderstood. He did | the subject his consideration. But had 
not mean for a moment to say that our| the Department done nothing! They 
consular service ought to be entirely | had appointed a Departmental Com- 
recruited from the administrators in our | mittee to overhaul the whole conditions 


East Africa Protectorate. Not at all;| of entrance and qualifications for the 
It would be obviously 


but he repeated that it was not unfair | consular service. 
that the administrators, who were able | premature and absurd on his part to 
men, should look to some kind of reward | discuss the subject while the Committee 
where opportunity offered, consistently was inquiring into it, but he thought 
with the public service, in being removed, | that commercial considerations ought to 
if they had done yeoman’s work in those | be taken more into account in the 
protectorates, to conditions more com-| appointments made. He also thought 
iortable and constituting some kind of | that something might be done to give 
reward for their years of toil. They | consuls a certain amount of commercial 
always gave a preference to British |training, perhaps even after their 
subjects in the appointment of consular | appointment. The question was worthy 
officers, but the services of many foreign | of consideration, at any rate. Then as to 


997 Supply—Civil 





officials of the British Government | 
were of the greatest value, and the 
sweeping condemnation which had been | 
passed on them was quite undeserved. 
He cited the case of aSwiss gentleman in 
the British service, a man of distinction, 
who from his commercial knowledge and 
literary accomplishments had been of con- 
siderable service in aequainting us with 
the opportunities for British trade inSwit- 
zetlind. When persons spoke of the | 
defects of the consular service, the real | 





difficulty was money. If they could per 

suade the Treasury to give unlimited 
funds the Foreign Office could have the | 
best Englishmen that this country pro- | 
duced in ordew to represent it in the 
service, but they had not succeeded in 
persuading the Treasury to go to that 
length. ‘They had the greatest difficulty 
in persuading the Treasury to increase 
by a single sovereign the amount which 
was devoted by this country to the 
consular service. He spoke as the re- 
presentative of the Foreign Office, but 
he recognised the difficulty which the 
Treasury was placed in. It had to 
meet enormous calls in every service, 
and unless the House of Commons 
could persuade the Treasury to in- 
crease the sums of money at the dis- 
posal of the Department they eould not 
increase beyond a certain point the status 
of their representatives all over the 
world. 








their reports. They varied; some were 
better than others; but he did not 
think the universal condemnation of the 
reports was quite fair. The hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn condemned one 
report. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
condemned no report at all; what he 
complained of was that the reports 
mentioned neither the date nor the 
place at which they were written. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE said that in the 
particular case mentioned by the hon. 
Member it was stated that the report 
was forthe year 1901, and was written 
by His Majesty’s Consul-General; and 
statistics were given on such subjects as 
railway traftic and Custom-house returns 
fora series of years up to 1901. Why 
did the hon. Member always condemn 
without consideration ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What is the 
date of the report ? 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: For the year 
1901; itis as plain as the nose on your 
face. Recently the Foreign Office had 
been attempting to specify in rather 
greater detail the kind of commercial 
relations which were expected of consuls 
in dealing with traders. It was not easy. 
Anything like using public servants as 
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advertisers or touts for particular articles 
had to be avoided. Such a thing would 


{COMMONS} 


|as to the importance of these agents 
| work, among the best commercial men, 
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be greatly resented in this country. | The secretary of the Liverpool Chamber 


On the other hand, consuls 
in a _ position to acquire a great 
deal of information, and the Foreign 


Office had laid it down that 
the information which consuls could 
communicate without breach of con- | 


fidence should be placed at the service of 
British traders. In order that the con- 
suls might be of more direct use for the 
assistance of colonial trade, the Foreign 
Ottice had also arranged, on the applica- 
tion of one of the colonies, that they 
should be allowed to correspond directly 
with the Colonial Governments, and so 
establish one more proof of the usefulness 
of the Imperial connection with the 
colonies. But, though it was desirable 
that the consuls should subserve com- 
mercial interests, that was not the only 
thing they had to do. They were con- 
cerned with matters of shipping. 
marriage, bills of exchange, wills, and 
declarations; and many other matters 
with regard tothe maritime part of their 
work. In one year the Consular Office at 
Antwerp was instrumental in engaging 
nearly 16,000 seamen, and in discharging 
rather more. One of the duties of the 
consul was to act as a sort of intermedi- 
ary in sending home the money of 
sritish sailors ; and from the office at 
Hamburg alone as much as £19,000 was 
remitted insmall sums for the benefit of 
British sailors. That corresponded with 
avery widely extended sphere of work 
of the consuls, and it was only fair to 
bear in mind that in addition to their 
commercial work they had these other 
obligationsof very long standing also to 
attend to. It was not only consuls that 
were used by the Foreign Office to 
further commercial interest. Recently 
the Foreign Office thought it would be 
advantageous to bring the commercial 
agents—whose work was still in an ex- 
perimental stage—into direet contact 
with the trading centres of this 
country ; and so the two most import- 
ant of those agents, from Russia 
and America, came to England, and 
visited many of the large centres of 
industry. Their reception was very 
instructive. In many places there 
was no enthusiasm, and it was evident 
that there was no consensus of opinion, 


Lord Cranborne. 


were | of Commerce wrote to ask whether the 
| agents represented 
| because he had never heard of them. 


the Government, 


all | The Belfast Chamber of Commerce said 


that the Chamber did not think fit to 
take any action: and the President of 
the Sheffield Chamber of Commerce 
stated that the larger manufacturers 
thought they could obtain all the neces. 
sary information from their own agents, 
and that, as the smaller manufacturers 
sold their produce to the larger, they 
were not concerned. It was easy to 
understand that while this departure 
was in an experimental stage there 
should be a certain amount of indiffer- 
ence to it among commercial classes; 
but he had said enough to show that, 
while the Foreign Office was making 
every effort to assist coni mercial interests, 
they had some difficulties to contend 
with. But the Foreign Office would 
persevere, because they believed that the 
information which the commercial «gents 
were able to acquire, and the representa- 
tion of British interests which they were 
able to provide, was a usetul thing; and 
they hoped that, as the great trading 
centres became more accustomed to the 
work of the agents, the indifference now 
displayed would disappear. 


(6.8.) Sm EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick) said that no one 
would grudge the time which the noble 
Lord had taken in dwelling upon the im- 
portance of the consular service. What 
the House of Commons desired to be 
assured of was that the growing import- 
ance of that service was_ receiving 
adequate recognition from the Govern- 
ment of the day. He had heard a great 
deal of sound doctrine irom the hon. 
Member for Northampton on_ this 
subject. The hon. Member said that 
one Front Bench was as bad as the 
other in this matter. For thirteen ol 
the seventeen years he had been in 
Parliament he had scarcely seen 4 
Liberal Government in power, and he 
must say that the atoms of respons 


bility which might rest on a Liberal 
Government seemed to him to have 


quite disappeared in the much larger 
share of responsibility monopolised by 
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the other side. The object, as laid 
down by the hon. Member, was that 
of having better trade and a more 
energetic consular service. Of course 
he advocated that; but let the Com- 
mittee bear in mind that where there 
were shortcomings in the consular ser- 
vice it was simply because economy 
had been so pressed on the Government 
of the day. In order to secure a 
sufficient service a considerable amount 
of money must be spent on it. He 
quite agreed that a rearrangement and 
redistribution of the amount now spent 
might do something, but it would not 
do all that was wanted. He thought 
that more would have to be spent ; and 
he would ask hon. Members to bear in 
mind that, though in times of peace we 
should spend much less than in time 
of war, there were services which re- 
quired considerable expenditure in times 
of peace. He thought the noble Lord 
should bear in mind that one Depart- 
ment of the Government ought not to 
compete against another. What they 
desired was to have a policy on the part 
of the Government. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for the time being must 
follow in the lines of the policy of his 
Government. Of course it rested with 
the Treasury to demand from the 
frovernment that a good case should be 
made out ior any increase of expenditure 
in any Department ; but it must rest 
with the Prime Minister of the day to 
decide, as between the Treasury and 
ny other Department, whether this 
should be granted. If the 
House of Commons was to depart from 
the rigid application of economy in these 
matters, it must be invited to do so by 
the Government of the day. He was 
most reluctant to see the House of Com- 
mons foree further expenditure upon 
the Government. He thought when 
the Government were obliged to admit 
short -comings, as the noble Lord haddone, 
they should be more ready to come 
lorward and say that these shortcomings 
were inevitable because not enough 
money had been spent. What they 
would like to see was a more_profes- 
onal consular service, and men being 
specially trained for the work. But, 
laving got men specially trained for the 
work, they must see that their promotion in 
the consular service was as far as possible 
m accordance with merit. Men who had 


increase 
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been specially trained for the work must 
receive adequate recognition whenever 
they responded to the training that had 
been given them. The hon. Member for 
Northampton would have to bear in 
mind that if they got a highly trained, 
intelligent, and universal consular service, 
men who had been highly trained, and 
had not only great ability but energy, 
were rather apt to be active supporters 
of British interests in whatever part of 
the world they were placed. If they 
had an active, intelligent consular service, 
the House must be ready on occasion to 
support the Government of the day in 
backing up the pushing of British in- 
terests in places where an ergetic consular 
officer had decided that support was 
needed. In fact, the House of Commons 
must be ready to vote more money for 
the consular service, and to place more 
confidence in it, and to expect to see the 
Government support British interests in 
those places where support was needed. 
In regard to the consular Reports, he 
thought it unfair to pick individual Re- 
ports out of the whole mass. The 
number of Reports was so large that 
there must be a great variety of merit 
amongst them. He thought everything 
should be done to encourage good Re- 
ports. Not nearly enough had been 
done by the Government or by publie 
opinion to erystallise any standard of 
what was a good Report. He doubted 
whether a consular officer, in drawing up 
his Report, had a sufficiently clear idea 
of what the Government wished him to 
do. Consular officers should he made 
to feel that the excellence of their 
Reports did not pass without notice, but 
that it resulted in improving their own 
position in the consular service. The 
Chambers of Commerce ought to explain 
to the Government what they wanted. 
Whenever a trader found a consular Re- 
port which was useful to him he should 
bring it before his Chamber, and the 
Chamber of Commerce should, in turn, 
lay it before the Government as the sort 
of Report that was useful to them. 
That would enormously help the Govern- 
ment the day in advising consular 
officers as to the sort of Reports which 
were really of use to this country. The 
noble Lord had told them that in many 
places Chambers of Commerce were 
comparatively indifferent to the consular 
work that was being done. Well, we 
had to remember that we were passing 
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through a time of very great prosperity, 
which he hoped would continue. In 
a time of great prosperity, when the 
country was turning out as much work 
as it could do, there was always a certain 
danger of indifference growing up in 
commercial circles as to consular work. 
When the great trading districts of this 
country were turning out as much work 
as they could do, they were not likely 
to be very anxious about whether new 
markets were being formed, or whether 
a market was being lost, in another 
part of the world. That was just the 
dangeragainst which they must endeavour 
in every way to guard. They must not 
lose that general level of industry in 
which the consular service would be 
doubly advantageous to this country in 
bad times. There were difficulties con- 
nected with the use of our consular 
service or diplomatic service as a means 
of pushing British industry abroad. In 
a country where British trade had been 
established for a long time they would 
probably find many British firms, and 
if there was a contract to be given or a 
piece of business to be obtained, they 
might find three or four British firms 
competing. But if there was a foreign 
country which was anxious to get a 
footing in that country, the Government 
of that foreign country might say to a 
firn of their own nationality, ‘There 
is no firm of our nationality doing 
business in this country, and there is 
considerable feeling. If you will go 
there we will support you.” And, if 
that foreign firm went to that country, 
it had the full support of diplomatic and 
consular influence behind it. If, where 
there were three or four British firms, 
the British consular agent were to set 
himself to work entirely on the side of 
one firm, it would be said that he was 
doing something that was unfair. That 
was a condition of things that would be 
altered in the course of time, because as 
the number of foreign firms increased, 
foreign Governments would have to deal 
with the same difficulties that we had 
had to deal with. He thought it would 


be interesting if, on a future occasion, | 


the Foreign Office would give them a 

synopsis of what other countries had 

been doing in regard to their consular 

services. They heard that the United 

States and Germany had increased their 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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trade enormously ; and it would be in- 
teresting to know what use they had 
made of their consular services in the 
matter, how much more had been spent 
on their consular services, and how 
many new posts had been established. 
The time had come when we must be 
more than ever alert to learn the extent 
to which other countries—those which 
were our especial rivals—were increasing 
their consular services, and the amount 
of money they were spending on the 
salaries they gave to their consular 
officers in different parts of the world. 
That information would be __ interest- 
ing as a test of comparison as to 
how we stood ourselves. He now passed 
from the consular service to the diplo 
matic questions affecting the larger issues 
of policy which had been raised. He was 
sorry he had not heard the speech of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, but he 
regretted to hear that for once. in an 
unwonted anxiety to relieve His Maj- 
esty’s Government, he had attacked 
one of His Majesty's Ambassadors. 
He was glad the hon. Member had 
already modified his criticism on the 
statement that the noble Lord had 
made that no demand had been made 
for the withdrawal of Lord Currie by 
the Italian Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he had 
explained that his remarks were based 
on information given to him that the 
Court of Rome had absolutely requested 
the recall of Lord Currie. 


Sir EDWARD GREY said he was glad 
the matter had ended in that way. He 
was sure that anybody who had been 
associated with Lord Currie in public 
work would understand his being a 
persona grata wherever he was placed, 
and would be very glad to be associated 
with him in public work again. It was 
quite true it might be difficult, in some 
circumstances, for ambassadors to be 
popular with the Governments to whom 
they were accredited. The noble Lord 
opposite said we had so many points of 
conflict with different countries. We 
had a great many points of contact, and 
_it was the first duty of an ambassador, 

while upholding British interests, to 
| prevent points of contact becoming 
points of conflict. There were times 
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when that became impossible, and when |two countries, with the result that 


it had been stated or hinted in debate | 
that Lord Currie failed to be popular | 


at Constantinople, he would say that 
that was distinctly a case in which he 
should not blame the ambassador. 
The circumstances were such that he 
thought it would be impossible for a 
British Ambassador to be popular at Con- 
stantinople in the trying times through 
which Lord Currie passed during the 
first years he was there, consist- 
ently with his doing his duty to 
his own Government at home, and to 
the great international and moral 
questions that were raised at that time. 
But though he would be entirely 
against attacking an Ambassador on any 
occasion at the expense of His Majesty's 
Government, he thought the noble Lord 
went a little too far when he claimed 
such great credit to Lord Currie on the 
ground that the Italian policy had been 
so successful. He had no criticism to 
make on Lord Currie in the matter of 
policy. On matters of policy the Govern- 
ment alone must be held responsible. 
He did not think the Italian policy had 
been so conspicuously successful that it 
was entitled to be given as an instance 
of great diplomatic achievement. He 
should be glad not to be misunderstood 
in this matter. Criticism had been 
passed because a friendly understanding 
had been brought about between the 
French and Italian Governments. He 
would not have had Lord Currie or His 
Majesty's Government do anything in 
the world to prevent that good under- 
standing being brought about. A few 
years ago it might have sounded like a 
paradox, perhaps, to say that His 
Majesty’s Government and the French 
Government should go hand-in-hand in 
African and Mediterranean questions, 
and that, therefore, if His Majesty's 
Government were going hand-in-hand 
with Italy, it would be impossible that 
Italy could go hand-in-hand with France. 
Things had changed in the last few 
years. Some causes of friction with the 
French Government had become very 
ancient, but, what was still more, many 
of those almost innumerable points of 


contact in Africa, which many of them 


feared were likely to become points of 
conflict, had been adjusted in a peaceable 
and satisfactory manner between the 


boundaries had everywhere been drawn 
between British and French Possessions 
in Africa, and the French had now 
got an enormous territory in Africa, 
along which boundaries had been drawn 
mutually between the two countries 
in so far as they touched our own 
territory—an enormous territory, which 
was not open to the reproach that it 
was not worth having, but which, 
on the contrary, when it was developed, 
might become an enormous and valuable 
french Empire in Africa. That excited, 
he believed, neither apprehension nor 
jealousy, nor grumbling in this country. 
While boundary questions were pending 
in West Africa, there was, perhaps, 
some apprehension. But now that they 
had been settled, though criticisms were 
passed at the time that too much was 
being given away, the settlement had 
been accepted by this country, and 
we looked forward to being occupied in 
developing our own territory; and he 
believed we had not an atom of jealousy 
or apprehension in the matter, or any 
desire that the French territory should 
not succeed as well as our own. That 
being so, he saw no reason why the 


French and Italian understanding 
should result in England being on 


worse terms with the Italian Govern- 


ment. But he was not sure that Lis 
Majesty's Government had managed 
matters satisfactorily. Why he did 


not criticise Lord Currie in the matter 


was simply this. The point which 
occurred to his mind was that this 
was just one of those agreements 
which we made with the French 
Government some years ago, which 


did give rise to apprehension in the 
Italian mind that Italian interests, 
present or prospective, in Tripoli, were 
in some way being affected by the 


agreement which had been come to. 
He thought there was no need for 


that apprehension, but there was need 


of tact and foresight by which all 
suspicion and apprehension in the 


Italian mind had been prevented. It 
was almost impossible, if they did not 
do these things at the time, to entirely 
get rid of apprehension. What he 
should like to be quite sure about 
was that the agreement between 
France and Italy had not been arrived 
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at at the expense of our own relations | friend (Sir E. Grey) as to ninety-nine- 
with the Italian Government. He} hundredths pr what he had said, and 


thought he might urge that because it was | therefore he would not occupy the time 
not a counsel of perfection which was | of the Committee by referring to the 
unattainable. Lord Currie’s action was | points of agreement, but simply deal with 
not the question; le could not possibly | one or two matters in regard to which 
adjust the relations between the British | his views did not fully coincide with those 
the Italian and the French Govern- | of his right hon. friend. On the question 
ments unless he had instructions from | of Consular representation there was a 
home. Where it was a question of | tendency on the part of all who had heen 
preserving the good relations between | connec ‘ted with the Foreign Ottice to ignore 
the three countries, it was largely a| the fact that there had been a good deal 
matter of policy for which the Ambassa- | of jobbery in connection with Consular 
dor could not be held responsible. He appointments, Personally he was ae. 
would only say, in conclusion, that | quainted- ~as other Members must he — 
he did not grudge in the least the better | ith notorious cases in which men, 
understan ling between Italy and France. | by = undue mee the patronage of 
In fact, he welcomed it, because he had | V@Tous Secretaries ot State, had been 
always felt it to be a most undesirable | ‘ jobbed into Consular appointments 
situation that it should be supposed that | for which they were totally unfit, and the 
any understanding between I ngland and | interests of the country had suffered in 
Italy should make it impossible for our- | very high degree in consequence. There 
selves or Italy to arrange affairs with | Was also the fact that most meritorious 
France in the same cordial way. He | Consuls had for years laboured very hard 
weleomed it as a great obstacle to peace indeed in the service of the country, and 
which had now been removed. He was/in the commercial work to which so 
glad that the Italian Government did | much importance was properly attached, 
arrange its own affairs with the French | and had then frequently been passed over, 
Government in the manner in which it | and men from outside had been “ jobbed” 
had arranged them. But what he con- | 





|over their heads into posts which were 
tended for was that there should be tact | regarded as the prizes of the profession, 
and watehfulness on the part of the |and to which these Consuls ought to 
British Government, so as to make it | have been appointed as a reward tor the 
perfectly clear to both parties that this | good work they had done. Subject to 
country regarded the arrangement as one | these remarks—and he thought there 
which shonid not impair its relations with | was already some improvement _ in 
either. He t y pressed his satisfaction at ‘regard to the matters to which he 
the fact that the hon. Member tor Lynn | peferred, which improvement, under the 
Regis did not intend to press his Motion | watchfulness of the House, must be con- 
which he made—that the salary of the | stant — he concurred in all that had 
] as] 4 ts » reduce e . ° . ° 
Ambassador at Rome should be reduc - ' |fallen from his right hon. friend on the 
ages se Th yos sure t ras » 4 . . . 
because he \ ire it was one which | ubject. Passing to the more important 
could not be supported by anyone who | suestion of the diplomatic relations 
ad ever been associated with Lord Currie | : peeves: 
apa an ciated with Lord Currie | o¢ this country, he did not think 
ee oe hoo in his heart, any Member of 
, - pnwire ; the Committee could really be of 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES, in asking | 
cas : ; ca 5 | opi nion that our Consular and Diplo- 
eave to withdraw his Motion, said that, 
1) 1] ae | matie Services were what they might 
as the noble Lord had stated most dis- 
: aig sag Pe ta Tage lor ought to be. The Under Secretary of 
tinetly that His Majestv’s Government | :, 2 eal 
+ veeeived anv demand from the | State had said, as regarded the Consular 
had not received any demand from the | ao: si 1c : 
Italian Government for the withdrawal of |’ Crvice, that a — Committee 
Lord Currie, he thought he ought to | WS now sitting ; and he had stated ye 
express his regret at having given currency | that ¢ ommuittee was considering, an 
toa statement which he, at the time, fully what he hoped It might do. But all the 
helieved to be founded on fact. | Departments of the Stat > were im some 
| degree like the War Office in this re- 
*(6.3s.) Str CHARLES DILKE | spect—that Committee after Committee 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) said | was appointed, excellent reports were 
that he agreed with his right hon. ‘made, but little action resulted. It was 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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a curious fact that the very points 
selected by the noble Lord as being 
matters on which, because of the appoint- 
ment of this Committee, he could not 
speak, were most fully considered by the 
Ridley Commissioners a few years ago, 
ani recommendations were made, 
which had been only in part acted upon. 
These very points of jobbery were dealt 
with not obscurely in the Report, and 
steps ought to have been taken to avoid 
the repetition of such proceedings. It 
was only by constant watchfulness on 
the part of che Committee and of the 
public generally, that the Consular and 
Diplomatic Services would be kept up to 
the mark. As to the diplomatic side of 
the question, he was confident that there 
was not a Member of the Committee 
who, in private, would for a moment 
maintain that our diplomatic representa- 
tion, either at Rome or at Pekin, during 
recent events, had been what it might have 
been. Too good a face was being put 
upon facts when it was suggested that our 
representation had been the most com- 
petent in affairs of such moment to 
the State. He fully agreed that the 
main responsibility for what had 
occurred at Iome—to which. on the 
present oceasion, he would confine his 
remarks—inust rest upon the policy 
of the Government. 3ut were His 
Majesty's Government thoroughly well 
informed by their Ambassador at 
Kome as to what was passing? Did 
any Member of the Committee believe 
that while the French Embassy at 
Rome wus in the hands of Monsieur 
Barrere we were adequately repre- 
sented by our Ambassador, and that 
the Government had been thoroughly 
informed? {ft was impossible to watch 
what occurred at Rome during last 
winter without seeing that there had 
been failure. both of policy and of the 
agent of the policy, and that we were 
not competently represented throughout 
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those transactions. He agreed very 
largely with the right hon. Gentle- 


man as to the general nature cf what 
those transactions might have 
and the general turn which 

usefully have been given to 
negotiations, but he was 
the statement of the noble Lord that 
our relations with Italy had never 
been more cordial, and at his claiming 


been, 
might 

the 
amazed at 
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for Lord Currie the credit of having 
restored those relations to the position 
of extreme cordiality. No member of 
the Committee who had followed the 
official declarations of the Governments 
of Austria, Italy and France upon this 
subject could believe that our relations 
with Italy at present were restored to 
the position of cordiality of a few years 
ago. Then we had an agreement on 
the lines of our general policy of the 
maintenance of the sfutus quo in the 
Mediterranean, whereas now, so far us 
could be gathered from the explanations 
given in Austria, Italy and France, that 
agreement had been replaced by an 
arrangement to which Italy had come 
having in view not the maintenance, 
but the disruption of the status quo. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) who also 
had on the Paper a Motion to reduce 
the Vote for the salary of the Under 
Secretary of State by £1,000, said 
that he regretted the noble Lord had 
not dealt more exhaustively with the 
criticism of the extravagance with the 
arrangement of the Consular service. 
In addition to the Ambassador at 
3erlin, Ministers were maintained at 
Bavaria, Darmstadt, and Saxony. He 
should have thought that the Minister 
at Berlin would be able to deal with 
all the affairs in Germany, and in 
this connection he desired to know 
whether these small States had repre- 
sentatives at the British Court. £3,550 
was voted annually for the maintenance 
of these Ministers and their underlings. 
It might be said that it was extremely 
useful for young diplomats to have 
an opportunity of learning their business 
at small and unimportant  couris. 
As regarded the economic question, 
as an Irish Member he was deeply inter- 
ested in this matter, because a certain 
portion of it came out of the pockets 
of the people of Ireland. Therefore he 
trusted that there would be an adequate 
explanation given of this matter. It 
had been stated by the noble Lord that 
the Maltese question had been solved. 
but was the Foreign Office ignorant of 
what was going on there? Far from 
this question being solved, it was in 
a condition which was anything but 
| Satisfactor y. : 
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* Lorp CRANBORNE: What I said 
was that all the soreness which existed 
in Italy with regard to the Maltese 
question had been removed. 
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Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): That 
is not so. 


* Lorp CRANBORNE: Does the hon. 
Member say that 1 am not stating 
correctly what I did say ? 


Mr. WEIR: Oh, no! 


Mr. BOLAND: I understand that 
this question is not solved in regard to 
Malta ? 


* Lorp CRANBORNE: I am not re- 
sponsible for the Government of Malta. 


Mr. BOLAND said he was glad to 
have this explanation, and he hoped 
the noble Lord would show why this 
enormous sum of £3,550 was spent in 
this way. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) thought that these Consular Reports 
should at least be business-like, other- 
wise they were not worth the paper 
they were printed upon, and it would 
be a waste of time to read them and 
publish them. It was well known how 
unbusiness-like the Foreign Office were 
in these matters, and our trade and 
commerce suitered in consequence. Our 
Consular Reports compared very un- 
favourably with those of the United 
States. America spent a much larger 
sum of money, and employed fifty-one 
Consuls in Germany, as compared with 
five paid officials representing Great 
Britain in Germany. That showed how 
unbusiness-like the Foreign Oftice method 
was, and, in his opinion, this Depart- 
ment ought to be placed in charge of a 
Minister of Commerce. This que-tion very 
much affeectedt he Colonies, because foreign 
Governments hadConsulsand commercial 
attachés in all our Colonies, with the 
result that they snatched the trade 
which should come to this country. 
They had no information sent them to 
guide English traders and manufacturers. 
This was not the only point in which 
this country was behind, for in South 
Africa and Japan similar things were 
occurring. In South Africa, during the | 
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war, France and Germany sent out 
agents to report what could be done 
there for their manufactures, and all 
kinds of trade in manufactured articles 
and contracts had been taken away from 
us. That was the result of inadequate 
commercial information, for they hada 
right to demand reliable information for 
the money which was spent. The noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs seemed to be satisfied that the 
amount of commerce with Bolivia was 
sosmall that it was not worth consider. 
ing. 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: I did _ not 
say that. What I said was that the 
trade was comparatively small. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR that 
Bolivia dida large trade with this country, 
He wished to point out to the noble 
Lord that our commerce and diplomatic 
relations with Bolivia had been in. 
terrupted on account of the unwarrant- 


said 


able action of the British agent out 
there. Since the year 1840 there had 


been no commercial or diplomatie 
relations with that country owing to the 
action of this agent. Son;e promises had 
been made upon this point, and he 
trusted good results would follow. They 
ought to have some better assurance 


that these matters would be looked 
into. The allocation of the money in 
these Estimates was absolutely  un- 


business-like, and he questioned whether 
the Committee knew what these Consuls 
actually did. Anyone who trevelled on 
the Continent knew that if he required 
the assistance of a British Consul he 
often had to drive four er five miles 
away from the town to find him, Our 
Consuls were generally called in chiefly 
to settle disputes in regard to the. bills 
of ‘boarding houses, but if the represent 
atives of this country abroad were 
appointed on account of their qualifica- 
tions and understood our commercial 
requirements, he was sure \they would 
have infinitely better results and_ better 
reports. The British commercial attache 
in France had not only to look after 
France, but also Italy and Switzerland, 
and our German representatives had also 
to look after Norway, Finland, and 
portions of Russia. Under those cireum- 
stances could they hope to get any 
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useful information from men who had 
to cover so much ground? The Foreign 
Office might be an excellent Department 
in regard to diplomacy, but when it 
undertook duties which properly belonged 
to the Board -of Trade, such as the 
appointment of the commercial attachés 
and Consuls, it must result in bad 
work. They had always had bad work 
and bad reports, and this state of 
things would remain as long as the 
Foreign Office undertook to do what it 
could not possibly perform satisfactorily. 


His noble friend the Under Secretary of | 


State for Foreign Affairs was excellent 
in diplomacy, but what did he know 
about trade and commerce? It had 
been clearly shown in the past that it 
was not to the advantage of this country 
at large to combine these two important 
offices. He hoped it would be realised 
that a Minister of commerce was urgently 
needed, and it was on these grounds 
that he ventured to bring these matters 
before the Committee. 


(7.0.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said 
the hon. Member who had just sat 


down appeared to have a most ex-| 


aggerated idea of what could be accom- 
plished by the Foreign Office if they had 
a Minister for commerce. He was of 
opinion 
the 


must in main help themselves. 


What the Foreign Office could do was, | 


by comparison, trivial. The whole subject 
was inquired into, and a new departure 
was taken during the eighties, with 
which the commercial men of the 
country expressed themselves satisfied. 
The debates which had since taken place 
had not advanced us much. An addi- 
tion had been made to the number of 
commercial attachés, and on one occasion 
a certain number of persons were sent 
out, who travelled through a consider- 
able area and sent reports. If anything 
else were to be done it must be an 
entirely new departure. It was perfectly 
true, as had been stated, that at various 
times in the past there had been great 
abuses of patronage in the Consular 
Service, and a great many people had 
been put into it who were not fit for the 
work, while, on the other hand, the 
efforts of many conscientious and able 
men had been overlooked, and they had 
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that if British manufacturers | 
and merchants were to be helped, they | 
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not received the promotion which was 
|their due. He regretted that he had 
not heard from the noble Lord a much 
‘more distinct acknowledgment that the 
time had come for making the Consular 
|Service a proper branch of the Civil 
|Service. If they had a regular system 
|of changes, and gave the Members that 
_ knowledge of languages and commercial 
law which would fit them to give good 
'reports, and then assured them that 
their work would be carefully watched 
and adequately rewarded, they would 
secure a service which would be much 
more efficient than the present, and would 
meet the demands of the commercial 
world. He agreed with the noble Lord 
that it was to a considerable extent a 
question of money, but it was not a 
| question of a large sum of money. The 
/amount required to make our Consular 
Service equally competent with that of 
Germany or France or the United States 
was a mere trifle compared with the 
amount spent on the Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Services altogether. Although some- 
thing might be done in the way of re- 
arrangement, it would be necessary, in 
order to have that properly settled, that 
|the Treasury should take a much more 
enlightened view of this matter than it 
did at present. When he was at the 
Foreign Office he found that when an 
application was made to the Treasury 
for a grant of money for a new purpose, 
such as the appointment of a consular 
agent, the Treasury said they would 
give the money if the Foreign Office 
would undertake to make a reduction in 


‘some other quarter. The Treasury 
accepted the reduction in respect 
of some other expense which was 


being incurred, but did not make the 
new appointment. The consequence was 
that the Departments were not nearly 
so ready to go to the ‘lreasury as other- 
wise, and the Treasury lost the oppor- 
tunity of benefiting the public service. 
There was something grotesque about 
the way in which, under our system of 
Government, one Department blamed 
another. But the Government ought to 
have one policy in this matter, and the 
noble Lord could not shield his Depart- 
ment by coming down and saying that 
it was all the fault of the Treasury. 
N 
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*Lorp CRANBORNE: I added to | 
the observations I ventured to make, 
that, on these pecuniary subjects, I fully 
recognise that the Treasury have some 
case, because they have immense obliga- 
tion in other directions. 


Mr. BRYCE agreed that they had; 
but said that at the same time the ex- 
penditure in this case, if properly made, 
would be reproductive expenditure, and 
therefore it ought to be fairly considered 
by the Treasury. A sum of £10,000 or 
£15,000 might very usefully be added to 
our Consular expenditure, but he would 
spend that money not so much in 
establishing new Consulates as in extend- 
ing the system of commercial attachés. 
Something had been said about the 
Consular reports; they could not be 
criticised as a whole. There were good 
and bad among them. They might as 
well try to criticise the novels of the 
last five years. Some of the reports 
were so scanty as to be nothing better 
than a few tables of statistics. He had 
seen a good many of the reports of 
United States Consuls, and he would 
suggest to the Foreign Office that our 
representatives abroad should furnish us 
with similar reports. ‘They were short 
treatises on the commercial possibilities 
of the future. If the commercial attachés 
would endeavour to produce something 
like the United States Consular reports, 
they would add very much to the re- 
sources of our commercial men. He was 
glad to hear that a Committee was sitting 
upon the subject, and he only hoped that 
a little more would be done as a conse- 
quence than was done after the report of 
a former Committee. In regard to Italy, 
he was glad to hear the noble Lord ex- 
press the belief that our relations with that 
country were as cordial as ever they had 
been. He entirely agreed that the con- 
clusion of the agreement between France 
and Italy ought not to give any umbrage 
to this country. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
that, in the debate which took place 
recently, the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs stated that the Government were 
abandoning their efforts to obtain the 
abolition of likin duties in China. In 
regard to that statement, he was afraid 
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he had nothing but disapproval to ex. 
press. He did not concur in the sweep. 
ing criticism made from the Opposite 
Benches on the occasion of the last debate. 
to the effect that every European Govern. 
ment looked after the interests of its 
subjects in China except our own. He 
would make quite a contrary statement. 
This country was the first to initiate the 
armed interference which had _ secured 
the tranquillity of China. It had also 
been foremost in pressing for the abolition 
of restrictive duties, and, in fact, it had 
encouraged the policy of the open door. 
In regard to other countries getting con- 
cessions to make railways, he said that if 
we maintained the policy of the open 
door. the more railways were constructed 
by other people the better it would be for 
British merchants. He had been con- 
nected for a long period with many 
experts in the China trade, and the 
opinion expressed by almost every one of 
them with regard to the abolition of the 
likin stations was that final success was 
almost certain, if the Government per- 
severed in their efforts. The noble Lord 
mentioned that the difficulties would be 
almost insurmountable, because the larger 
part of the /ikin duties was raised on 
native and not on foreign trade. He 
quite concurred with the noble Lord asto 
the difficulties of abolishing these duties 
Probably the difficulties of the Chinese 
Government in raising the indemnity 
fund had magnified their ot her difticulties, 
He, however, was encouraged to hope 
from the further statement o. the noble 
Lord that they would be able, by fiseal 


arrangements at any rate, to relieve 
foreign trade in China from those 


enormous and uncertain burdens im- 
posed upon it. Perhaps, as one having 
had some experience in the China trade, 
he might be allowed to give a little 
advice, and that was that in pursuing 
their more moderate policy the Govern- 
ment should follow as much as possible 
Article 28 of the Treaty of Tien-Tsin of 
1858, when, after defining the method of 
the payment of transit dues, declared 
that the Chinese Government should 
issue certificates which should exempt 
British goods from all further imports 
under whatever name. If the Govern- 
ment were to insist on the observance of 
that Article, British merchants would be 
relieved, of an intolerable burden to 
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which they had been subjected for many 
years past. But the total abolition of 
litin would be not only to the enormous 
benefit of the British merchants, but 
of the Chinese themselves. 


*Loro CRANBORNE said that his 
hon. friend who had just sat down seemed 
to imagine that the Government had 
ibandoned all hope of the abolition of 
the likin. He must remind the Com- 
mittee that kin was imposed upon two 
dasses of merchandise — foreign and 
native. As far as the interests of this 
country were concerned, all that we 
ared for was to relieve foreign merchan- 
lise of this burden. Native likin was 
iar larger than foreign. It had been said 
that unless the /ikin stations were abol- 
ished altogether, illegalimpositions would 
mtinue. The Foreign Office were at 
‘irst impressed with that view, and 
ntertained a hope that they should 
ersuade the Chinese Government to 
ibolish the likin stations altogether. But 
shen they began to inquire into the 
watter, they found that a large trading 
pinion in this country was against them. 
[hose engaged in the China trade, in 
Manchester, Blackburn, Bradford, and 
dsewhere, and the China Association in 
london, were all agreed that the total 
‘olition of the stations was impossible, 
nd for this reason, that the amount 
{money involved in the abolition of 
ative likin was so considerable that no 
crease in Customs duties would make 
pod anything like the deficiency which 
vould result. In deference to the views 
ithose trading interests which were 
ged upon the Foreign Office, they 
vere reluctantly compelled to abolish 
that policy. But as to the abolition of 
‘im upon foreign merchandise, that 
they still hoped to achieve. His hon. 
end the Member for the Romford 
division had said that we were very 
“uch under represented by Consular 
gents in China as compared with 
ermany. The hon. Member was under 
‘total misapprehension. Our Con- 
war and diplomatic agents numbered 
thirty-five. As regards the character of | 
‘ie Consular reports on trade, he pointed 
lt that it was impossible for the Consuls | 
“go into the elaborate technical details 
‘hich some gentlemen seemed to require, | 
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| better. 
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‘but, on the other hand, he admitted 


that some of those reports might be 
One of the things which the 
Foreign Office.was at present engaged in 
was to raise the quality of the Consular 
trade reports which were under the 
standard, and with that view they were 
now in communication with the Board 
of Trade in the hope of enlisting their 
assistance and co-operation. 


*Mr. WEIR said he trusted the noble 
Lord would see the importance of the 
reduction of the likin, especially on foreign 
goods. That tax affected British industry 
to a serious extent. There should be 
either the abolition of the likin or the 
imposition of a single tax at the port 
of entry, which would cover both /skin 
and transit. He called the attention of 
the noble Lord to the fact that the 
British Consular offices in the East were 
only kept open from ten to twelve 
and from two to four, whereas the 
American Consular offices were kept 
open for two hours longer every day. He 
was not surprised, therefore, that the 
American merchants were getting larger 
orders than the British. There was not 
that go on the part of the British 
Consuls which there ought to be. Again, 
he wanted to know why the British 
Consul at Kobe failed to refer in his 
Consular Reports to industries in his dis- 
trict, the export value of which through 
the Kobe Customs did not exceed 200,000 
yen annually. For instance, an industry 
such as the Tansan Mineral Water in 
which the population of all the villages 
around the “source” near Kobe were 
employed. This natural mineral water 
was the favourite water of the East, and 
not only largely exported from Kobe, but 
from Nagasaki, Yokohama and_ other 
Japanese ports, yet no reference whatever 
has been made to it in the Consular 
Report, although it is ownea and con- 
ducted by an Englishman. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee also report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


N 2 
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EVENING SITTING. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 


vFo St 


The Clerk at the Table mformed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


SUPPLY [SEVENTEENTH ALLOTTED DAY]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Cuiass IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £707,712, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March 
1903, for Public Education in Scotland, 
and for Science and Art in Scotland, 
including a Grant in Aid.” 


(9.0.) Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid) said that undoubtedly in Scotland, as 
in England, education was on the eve of 
considerable change, and that probably 
this would be the last occasion on which the 


Committee of the House would be able to | 


express itself before these changes were 
brought forward by the Government. 
Under the Education Bil. for England, the 


entire burden of elementary education | 


and of secondary education up to a 
certain extent would be placed upon the 
ratepayers, the system thereby created 
thus approaching very closely to the 
existing Scottish system. To give effect 
to that system, the Government proposed 
to givetothe English ratepayersasum equal 
to 7s. 6d. per child in average attendance, 
and it was obvious that Scotland had a 
claim for an equivalent payment. The 
number of scholars in average attendance 
in Scotland was 645,404, which at 7s. 6d. 
per scholar would be £242,000 per 
annum. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! If the hon. Gentleman wishes to 
discuss an increase in the Grant that will 
require legislation, which, of course, is 
out of order on this vote. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said it was admitted 
on all hands that, owing to the payments 
made to England, Scotland would he 
entitled to the sum. He hoped there- 
fore that, in the negotiations of the 
Scottish Education Department with the 
Treasury — 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! It is quite out of order to discuss 
the Education Bill upon this vote. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he did not wish 
to discuss that Bill, but the policy which 
the Education Department would pursue 
in the matter with the Treasury. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Of 
course, whatever future negotiations may 
take place, they will have to result in 
legislation if an increased grant is given, 

|and to discuss that would necessarily be 


| out of order. 


Mr. CALDWELL suggested that legis- 
lation was not necessary. This was the 
only way in which they had an oppor- 
tunity of expressing an opinion. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
rule the hon. Member out of order. We 
have only to deal with money granted 
out of the Estimates, and not with money 
which may in future be granted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. CALDWELL said his point was 
that it would be quite competent to 
increase the grant by a Vote of the 





House under the Code. He hoped that 
| the Scottish Office would insist on Scot- 
‘land receiving equal treatment with 
| England. When the Vote was last before 
the House, it was suggested that second- 
ary education in Scotland should be 
| dealt with on one uniform system, apart 
from the elementary system of education. 
He hoped the Government would not 
give any effect to a suggestion of that 
kind, because in Scotland—unlike Eng- 
land—their system had been entirely 
parochial, and had embraced in the same 
school secondary as well as elementary 
education. Another suggestion was that 
of the hon. Member for Haddingtonshire, 
that education in Scotland should be 
divided into centres connected with the 
four universities. A system of that kind 
would be foreign to Scottish education, 
and would, he thought, meet with very 
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strong opposition. 


tirely opposed to freeing secondary edu- 
cation, just as elementary education was 
free, because in Scotland they had already 
ample provision by which any child could 
make his way from the elementary school 
In_ these | 
Estimates, only 3s. a head was given to 
the voluntary schools in Scotland, while 
the grant was 5s. a head in England, and | 
He moved 


right on to the university. 


that was another grievance. 
to reduce the Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £707,612, 
he granted for the said service.”—-(Mr. 


(aldwell.) 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM MurRAY, Buteshire) said that 
the hon. Member had stated truly that the 


general policy of education in Scotland 
had been discussed on former occasions. 
With regard to the proper disposition of 
the secondary education money, it had 
always been the pride of the Scottish 
elementary school that the pupil could 
go on to the secondary education, and 
that position was acknowledged by the 
Act of 1872, which gave the School 
Boards not only the direction of ele- 
mentary, but of secondary education. 
He understood the view of the hon. 
Member was that the best disposition 
of the money would be to encourage 
local effort. According to the best educa- 
tional views, they did not do the best 
jor secondary education by dribbing 
their help into what were essentially 
primary schools; it was better to take 
advantage of what secondary schools 
existed at present, and make them 
better. There were parts of the country 


where there were excellent secondary | 
schools, and where the task was a com- | 
paratively easy one; but there were) 
other parts where there were no second- | 
ary schools, and that was one of the | 
ditficulties which they had to encounter, | 


and in these circumstances, when they 
had only a certain amount of money, 
they must dothe best they could with 
it. He did not think that it was for the 
benefit of education in the proper sense 
of the word and the public generally that 
necessarily they should pay at the ex- 
pense of the State for the secondary 
education of every child. The proper 
view was rather to encourage the bursary 


{15 JuLy 1902} 
He was likewise en- | 


tion of the child who was best fitted to 
/go on to secondary education. 


Treland. 
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system, or, in other words, the promo- 


But it 
was quite obvious that what was happen- 


‘ing in connection with English educa- 


tion indicated a new departure on the 
part of the State, and inconnection with 
this question they had to consider the 
situation in Scotland from its beginning. 
He had the assurance from the Prime 
Minister that equal justice in this 
matter would be done to Scotland and 
It would be premature to con- 
sider how that was to be worked out, as 


| the situation was different from that of 


England. They in Scotland might 
thank their stars that they never 
had had the religious difficulty as it 
existed in England. In Scotland they 
were frankly denominational, and 
there was no difficulty in being deno- 
minational. They had the universal 
Board system, because they had not the 
denominational difficulty ; but do not let 
them be trammelled by English precedent. 
The question would receive the earnest 
consideration of his noble friend; and 
there was no Scotsman who had given 
more earnest consideration to the ques- 
tion, or had a greater personal regard 
for the educational system, than had the 
present Secretary for Scotland. He 
hoped, therefore, that the hon. Gentle- 
man would not persist in his Motion. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he moved the 
reduction in respect of the voluntary 
schools. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM-MURRAY : It was 
obvious that they would have to begin 
on a new basis. As the hon. Gentleman 
was aware, the grants now given in 
England would have to be surrendered 
under the Bill now before the House ; 
and when Scotland received a new 
Imperial contribution, that would also 
apply. Therefore, the question raised by 
thehon. Gentleman was, perhaps, a matter 
of historical discussion between the hon. 
Gentleman and himself, but he did not 
think it was a sufficient ground on 
which to base a reduction of the vote. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he had been 
ruled out of order when he attempted to 
deal with the new state of things ; and, 
therefore, he would fall back on the 
existing state of things. He was not to 
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be prevented from presenting his case to Simply because the produce of the pro. 
the Committee by the new proposals, bate duty had, owing to the prosperity 


which did not meet his objection at all. 
It was all very well for the Lord Advo- 
cate to say that the system was to be 
swept away; but how did they stand in 
Scotland at the present moment? In 
Scotland they only got 3s. per enild in 
the voluntary schools, whereas 5s. per 
child was paid in England. All the 
other money required for education in 
Scotland was supplied from Scottish 
sources, and not a penny beyond 3s. per 
head was paid by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. That was an undoubted 
fact: and, therefore, so far as the esti- 
mate was concerned, it was unfair to 
Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said that 
if the hon. Gentleman would not take a 
reasonable view of the matter, he was 
quite prepared to argue with him a twice- 
told tale. The hon. Gentleman was in 
the illogical position, perhaps, because of 
the forms of the House, that he was 
moving to reduce the estimate because 
he had not got more. The hon. Gentle- 
man would remember that his right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
stated again and again that he entirely 
repudiated the idea of an equivalent 
grant—the idea that because England in 
one year got a certain sum of money for 
educational purposes, Scotland should also 
get a certain proportion calculated on the 
ratio of eleven toeighty, orany other figure. 
That was really what was at the bottom 
of the hon. Gentleman’s contention. 
What his right hon. friend said was that 
if England were given a certain addi- 
tional subvention from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer for educational needs, that 
would necessarily raise a concomitant 
claim on the part of Scotland for her 
educational needs, but that they should 
look upon the situation asa whole. 
had heard, he was sure, the speech of the 
hon. Gentleman at least seven times. 
What the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said on the occasion to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred was that he would 


instead of the 10s. given to England. 

The hon. Member now said that that had 

not cost the Chancellor of the Exchequer 

a penny. That was true. 
Mr. Caldwell. 


He | 


of the country, turned out so much 
largerthan was expected that there was 
no necessity to have recourse to the 
guarantee obligation. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer made a promise which 
did not ring into money, but that was 
not the point on which the right hon. 
Gentleman was to be judged. The point 
was the total subvention from Imperial 
contributions for education in Scotland 
as against England. The hon. Member 
knew as well as he did that, taking every 
contribution to education from Imperial 
sources, it would be found that more per 
child was given in Scotland than was 
given in England. To a certain extent 
children in Scotland earned the money, 
but he could not think it could be re- 
garded as a grievance when Scotland 
was paid more out of the Imperial 
Exchequer than England, and it did not 
seem to be a good reason for moving the 
reduction of the Vote. The real point 
of the speech of the hon. Gentleman was. 
that he wished to have justice done to 
Seotland, in connection with the new 
arrangements. There he was entirely 
with the hon. Gentleman ; but whether 
he could satisfy the hon. Gentleman in 
the application of the money was a 
different thing, as he would have to 
choose between the hon. Gentleman's 
views and the views of the hon. Member 
for the Border Burghs and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Had- 
dingtonshire. With reference to the 
past, there was no real grievance, and 
as regarded the future, there would 
necessarily have to be a new departure. 
Therefore, although he could not pre- 
vent the hon. Gentleman from moving 
his reduction, he thought he ought to be 
satisfied. 


*(9.38.) Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew- 
shire, W.) said that, speaking as one 
deeply interested in Scottish educa- 
tion, he could not contend that 
Scotland did not receive a_ very 
substantial grant from the Imperial Ex- 


keep up the 12s. subvention to Scotland | chequer ; and, although no doubt the 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Mid 
Lanark believed he had a_ legitimate 


| grievance, it was more apparentthan real. 


He did not intend to answer any of 


But why ? |the statements of the hon. Gentleman, 
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but he wished to call the attention 
of the Lord Advocate to a point which 
he had brought before the Committee 
on a previous occasion. Under the pro- 
visions of the new code, larger grants had 
been given witha view to encouraging 
the establishment of higher departments 
in elementary schools in Scotland. The 
average grants varied from £3 10s. to 
£3 15s. per scholar, and there could be no 
doubt that the effect of establishing there 
higher departments, which had followed 
the giving of larger grants, had affected 
the attendance in the secondary schools. 
He did not think that that could be 
doubted. In many countries large sums 
were given to secondary schools on 
condition that a certain number of free 
places were provided for scholars who 
had passed an examination, had obtained 
the merit certificate, and had shown a 
capacity to benefit by secondary educa 
tion. The secondary schools were to a 
certain extent competing schools with 
the higher departments. Thatjbeing the 
case, he thought it was only right that 
the right hon. Gentleman should 
consider how far the dual system now 
established was calculated to effect 
really good work in regard to secondary 
education in Scotland. The question 
was one which was seriously exercising 
the minds of educationists in Scotland 
at present. If the existing system in 
Scotland were to be altered, then it 
seemed to him they would have to 
consider not only the system under 
which grants were at present distributed 
to higher departments in elementary 
schools, but also the system under which 
grants were distributed to secondary 
schools in which there were elementary 
classes which were entirely attended 
by fee-paying scholars. As the right 
hon. Gentleman knew the County 
Committees had recently been appointed, 
and they were at present considering 
how they were to frame schemes tor the 
ensuingthree years. These schemes had to 
be framed with regard to the larger grants 
to be given to {the higher departments 
in elementary schools ; but there could 
be no doubt that the establishment of 
free scholarships in the secondary schools 
was, to some extent, driving out fee- 
paying scholars from the secondary 
schools. That was a result which 
it was not anticipated would follow 
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from the distribution of the larger 
‘sums from Imperial sources. They 
knew very well that fresh _legisla- 


tion in regard to secondary education 
was imminent. No long period could 
elapse before it was dealt with, and, that 
being the case, he would appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to endeavour 


‘through the Department to collect infor- 


mation as to what the effect had been of 
the distribution of the larger funds and 
the establishment of free scholarships in 
the secondary schools) He thought it 
would be regarded by all who knew the 
work carried on by the secondary schools 
in the past as unfortunate if an apparent 
competition was established between the 
higher departments of the elementary 
schools and the secondary schools proper. 
It was possible they were weakening the 
existing secondary schools ; and he would 
appeal to theright hon. Gentleman to bring 
the matter before the Department with 
a view to its being carefully considered, 
and to ascertain whether the expenditure 
of money in providing free places in 
secondary schools—the junior depart- 
ments of which were only attended by 
fee-paying scholars—unless in very 
exceptional cases. 


Str JOHN LENG (Dundee) said that 
from observation in his own constituency 
he was very much in agreement with 
what the hon. Gentleman opposite had 
just said, and he thought the hon. Gentle- 
man’s views were strictly correct. He 
had not spoken on the English Education 
Bill, but he had observed day after day 
discussions on the denominational colleges 
in England and their future treatment. 
It appeared to him that there was a way 
of escape from many of the difficulties 
which had been discovered with regard 
to England, and that was by following 
the example of Scotland in encouraging 
training departments for teachers in con- 
nection with colleges and universities, 
He had never been much in favour of 
denominational colleges, even in Scotland, 
because he regarded them as institutions 
for the cheap turning out of, in the main, 
an unsatisfactory class of teacher. The 
right line to take was to encourage 
students who proposed to make teaching 
their profession to pass through the uni- 
versities. They could not accomplish 
everything at once, but they might de- 
velop the system of King’s students in 





327 {COM 


connection with the ordinary colleges 
and universities. It was most important 
that the teachers should be thoroughly 
competent and efficient ; and it was with 
reference to the training of teachers that 
they had fallen behind Germany, America, 
and other countries. He knew from 
observation that the training department 
established in connection with the Uni- 
versity College in Dundee, although only 
in existence for a comparatively short 
time, was attracting great attention, and 
was drawing to it the best class of young 
people who intended to make teaching 
their profession. Fortunately, they had 
at the head of the Scotch Education De- 
partment one of the most enlightened 
men who could hold that position. They 
had comparatively few grievances in con- 
nection with the Education Department ; 
but, although there were defects to be 
remedied, and much to be done to bring 
themselves into line with what was being 
done abroad, still they were moving 
gradually and steadily in the right direc- 
tion. He had no reason to complain of 
the Department, but rather to commend 
the work which had been already done. 
He only desired to strengthen the hands 
of the Department, and encourage it to 
pursue the line it was now taking. 


Supply—Civil 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY said he 
did not know if the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dundee was present 
when the question of the training of 
teachers was previously discussed. 


Sir JOHN LENG: No. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: If the 
hon. Gentleman had been present he 
thought he would have been quite 
satisfied, because he said then, and 
would repeat now, that there was every 
wish now on the part of the Department | 
to amplify as far as possible the réle | 


IONS} 
educational views, and he thought he 
had, his hon. friend would be the last man 
to support the views of the hon. Member 
for the Border Burghs that there should 
be free secondary education everywhere. 
But surely his hon. friend would be the 
last to say, if there was a really clever 
boy in a remote district who could not 
have the advantage of secondary educa- 
tion in that district, that he should not 
have a chance under any perfect educa- 
tional system ; and he did not know how 
that chance could be given except by a 
bursary. In justice to the individual 
they should have a number of free 
places. The views of his hon. friend 
would not be lost sight of in the scheme 
which they certainly would have to adopt 
at no distant date. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said that with re- 
gard to the 12s. per child the Lord 
| Advocate distinctly stated on a former 
‘occasion that there would undoubtedly 
| be a deficiency, which he estimated at 
| £26,000 a year. He confessed that at 
'that time that estimate was entirely 
‘erroneous. The Lord Advocate sug- 
|gested that the probate duty was in- 
creased. It was not; but, even supposing 
it were, England had received her pro- 
| portion of the increased probate duty, 
_and had applied it to the relief of local 
rates. If they in Scotland applied their 
/-money to education, what had _ the 
| Imperial Exchequer to say to it? He 
raised the question to show that when- 
‘ever Scotch interests were concerned, 
'they invariably met with opposition 
‘from Members representing Scottish 
| constituencies on the other side of the 
'House. They were told that it would be 
| absolutely necessary to get £26,000 from 
the Imperial Exchequer. They had not 
ot a penny of it; and yet it was now 


contended that it would have been paid 








played by the Universities in the training | . 
of teachers. He could assure the hon. had there been a deficiency. The 
Gentleman that that view had their Imperial purse was paying 5s. por child 
entire sympathy. As to the view of his in England and only 3s. per child in 
hon. friend the Member for West | Scotland; and the Government had no 
ere his _ friend — tee right to claim that because Scotland 
matter [rom a wide point of view. Hedid | ).i4 9 Exchequer was 
not doubt that what hishon. friend had said | ” n tn, oe a : 

. . . . entitled to the benefit of it. That was 
might be a practical disadvantage might | : ‘ dt 
be so; but, as had been said, they could | the point on which he was prepared to 
not have everything at once. If he had | take a division, and allow hon. Members 
any knowledge of his hon. iriend’s | opposite to vote against it. 


Sir John Leng. 
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Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said that as one of the few English 
Members who happened to be present, 
he wished, with great deference, to say a 
word or two in reply to the hon. Gentle- 
man. He had listened to the speeches of 
the hon. Gentleman on many previous 
occasions, and, as far as he could make 
out, the claim of the hon. Gentleman 
was that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer promised £26,000, if it were 
required. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the Lord 
Advocate had stated it was required, and 
was absolutely necessary. 


Mr. BANBURY said that he had great 
admiration for the Lord Advocate, but 
even he could make a mistake. Appar- 
ently his right hon. friend had made 
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a mistake, provided always that the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman was 
accurate. The money was to be given 
for educational purposes. It was not 
wanted for educational purposes in 
Scotland ; but the hon. Gentleman said 
that, although it was not wanted for 
educational purposes, it could be applied 
to something else. He objected to that. 
Scottish children were more clever than 
English children, and no doubt could 
be educated more cheaply. If the 
money were required for education in 
Scotland, it should be given—not other- 
wise. 


(10.6.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 72 ; 
Noes, 123. (Division List No. 292.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir William (DerbyCo.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, ‘Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hor. Charles H. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 





Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah « 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M ‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. ag ae N.) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, ie A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 


Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 
George Brown. 





Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 

| Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
| Finch, George H. 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
| Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 





Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r | Flower, Ernest ' 

Chapman, Edward | Gibbs, HnA.G. H. (Cityof Lond. 
Charrington, Spencer | Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Cook, Sur Frederick Lucas | Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby. S:r William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Jeb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David.(W althamet' w 
Morgan,Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.G:aham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
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Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincvin) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘ Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton,Charles Ernest 





Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walier(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt Hn W G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 


Pym, C. Guy 





Russell, T. W. 


Original question again proposed. 


*Mr. 
attention to the condition of the High- 
land schools. When he brought the 
question forward on a previous occasion, 
it was treated in a very cavalier fashion 
by the Lord Advocate. He was glad 
to observe that under the new Code. 
the local contribution had been reduced 
to one-eighth. He could not under- 
stand why the Secretary for Scotland 
could not see his way to remove even 
the one-eighth as far as the Highland 
schools were concerned. The Highland 
districts were too poor to pay it. If the 
right hon. Gentleman would visit the 
island of Lewis and the outer Hebrides, 
he would realise the miserable condition 
of the people, and that they were too 
poor to provide even a contribution of 
one-eighth. When the matter was last 
before the Committee, he suggested that 
the Lord Advocate should consult with 
the Secretary for Scotland and the 
Department on the subject, and he hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
now be in a position to tell the Com- 
mittee that it had been satisfactory 
settled, and that the one-eighth con- 
tribution had been knocked off in the 
Highland crofting counties. He also 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Purvis, Robert 


Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Roberts on, Herbert (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 


: | Gentleman 
WEIR said he wished to direct | 








Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashtonund.Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





wished to impress on the right hon. 
the necessity for con- 
tinuing evening continuation schools, 
and the great advantage  conierred 
by them. In one of the Western 
districts of Ross-shire, a schoolmaster 
informed him that thirty young men 
attended the classes during the winter, 


| so anxious were they to obtain knowledge. 


The right hon. Gentleman two or three 
years ago brought in a Bill, with the 
object of providing better educational 
facilities in the congested districts of 
the Highlands, but because a_ few 
Members placed a “block” on the 
Paper the measure was dropped. Surely 
the Government with its enormous 
majority could have swept the “ block’ 
out of the way. These children had 
special claims to consideration. They 
had no chance of getting on in the 
world unless they were given a fairly 
good education. If that education 
was forthcoming, much less would be 
heard about congested districts and 
crotters’ difficulties. He also desired to 
call attention to the Report by Mr. 
Walker, the Chief Inspector of the 
North of Scotland, in which compla nt 
was made of the _ unsatisfactory 
ventilation, imperfect heating of schvols, 
want of shelters for the children. and 
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the imsanitary state of many of the 
school offices. According to the right 
hon. Gentleman, that Report had been 
ignored. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY denied 
that he said the Report wasignored. On 
the contrary, he said that every Report 
of that kind received the consideration of 
the Board of Education. 


*Mr. WEIR said that at any rate the 


{15 Juty 1902} 





right hon. Gentleman treated the 
matter in a very airy fashion, and 
referred to the ventilation of the House 
of Commons. What had that to do with 
the Highland schools? The right hon. 
Gentleman had failed to realise the 
seriousness of these matters, and in the 
hope of obtaining some more satisfactory 
information he movedto reduce the 





Vote by £200. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That asum, not exceeding £707,512, | 
be granted for the said Service."— | 


(Mr. i eur.) 


| 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY said the | 
hon. Member had raised exactly the | 
same points ona former occasion. He 
complained that under the Continuation 
Code the Highland schools had not been 
exempted from all local contributions. 
When the matter was previously discussed | 
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it was explained to the hon. Member 
that an exception had been made in 
their favour, in that their local con- 
tribution was reduced to one-eighth, 
whereas, in other parts it was one- 
fourth. It was the view of the Educa- 
tion Department that it would not be 
wise to exempt them entirely from local 
contribution. That was a point of 
settled policy, with regard to which the 
hon. Member moved a reduction of the 
Vote, and it really seemed to be an abuse 
of the forms of the House that he should 
again move a reduction on the same 
point on the ground that the Board of 
Education had had a fortnight in which 
to consider his complaint. With regard 
to the matter of ventilation and so on, 
he entirely denied having treated it in a 
spirit of levity. Every one of these 
teports received the most careful con- 
sideration of the Department, and were 
not in any way ignored. 


*Mr. WEIR again rose to speak. 


Mr. A. GraHaM Murray rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
(Juestion be now put.” 


(10.33.) Question put, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 127 ; 
Noes, 70. (Division List No. 293.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 





AYES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Gibbs,Hn A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elyin & Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottoin, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(K’nt,Faversham 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 








Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool! 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Reginald J (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Kt. HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu,Hon.J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, KRtHn A Graham(Bute 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 





Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 





(10.43.) Question put 


{COMMONS} 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys,Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj. J. E.B.(Isleot Wight 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 


NOES. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘kKean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 


accordingly, The 


“That a sum, not exceeding £707,512, | Noes, 135. 
be granted for the said service.” } 
AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Esmonde. Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Griflith, Ellis J. 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshre 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir Jobn 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
Wharton,Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (GlamorganGower 
Tomkinson, James 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Weir and = Mr. 
Harmsworth. 


Committee divided :—Ayes, 71; 
(Division List No 294.) 


M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor,J ames (Ww icklow, W. 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. : 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
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Runciman, Walter 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’s 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
jullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Sir John€ harlesReady 
Cranhborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A.R: ulph Douglas 
rage Hon. AilwynEdw vard 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs. Hp. AG H(City of Lond. 
Godson,Sir AugustusF rederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin &Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM 


(10.54.) Question put, 





Murray 


“That a sum, | 
not exceeding £707,712, begranted to His | | 


{15 JuLy 1902} 


Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glam’rgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES. 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. ) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F(Shetfield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Jebb, Sir Richard Clav erhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon- a Col. W. (Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leve-on-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, Joho Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liv erpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Killop,-. , ye paceman 
Majendie, James A. 
Maxwell, W.J. H(Dumfries-sh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon... Scott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth mst’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’'thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, “Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Public 





claimed, {on the 3ist day of March, 
“That the original Question be now put.” | 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Weir and Mr. Harms- 
worth. 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B( Isle of Wight 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir Johu M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L loyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Ww ilson, A. Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond aud 
Mr. Anstruther. 


1903, for 


{ducation in Scotland, and for 


| Science and Art in Scotland, including a 


Majesty, to complete the sum necessary; | : tl 
to defray the charge which will come in | The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 141; 


course of paymeat during the year ending | Noes, 66. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


AYES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


| grant in aid.” 


(Division List No. 295.) 


Balfour, Rt.Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Baird, John George Alexander | Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r |} Bignold, Arthur 
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sigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

3rodrick Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( W’re’r 
Chapman Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cranborne, Lord 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City of Lon. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gorst,Right Hn. SirJohn Eldon 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, RtHnLdG. (Midd’x. 
Hamilton Marg. of L’nd’nderry 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M, (Edinburgh 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. ©. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 


{COMMONS} 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, RtHnW. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu,Hn. J. Seott (Hants 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(W’thamst’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(M’nm’thsh. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt,-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyieun, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 








Remnant, James Farquharson 


NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘kallop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James Wicklow, W. 
O'Mara, James 
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Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford. John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seel, , Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(L.of Wight) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 








O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Mr. Anstruther. 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter i 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamory’n,Gower 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durhain, Mid ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Harms 
worth. 
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REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«That a sum, not exceeding £1,316,770, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the “sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Me arch, 1903, for the salaries and ex- 
penses of the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment. 


(11.5.) Mr. O7MARA (Kilkenny, 8S.) 
called attention to the sums paid to 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
for the discovery of illicit stills. He sug- 
gested that the enormous number of dis- 
coveries was due to the reward paid, as 
in Scotland, where no reward was offered, 
only four illicit stills were discovered. 
4s not a single hon. Member sitting upon 
the Irish Benches had been able to come 
across an illicit still in Ireland, he 
thought the fact that the Royal Irish 
(Constabulary had discovered so many 
required some explanation. Before the 
Estimates next year were presented he 
hoped the Inland Revenue Department 
would inquire fully into this matter. 
The House last year was satistied with 
the promise of an inquiry which was then 
given, and he understood that some in- 
quiries had actually been carried out. 
The result of those inquiries he had en- 
deavoured to elicit by Question and 
answer in the House, but he had been 
unable to obtain the result of those in- 
quiries, and the Return he asked for had 
been refused. He had asked for informa- 
tion as to who these illicit stills had been 
discovered by, and whether prosecutions 
had taken place, but the information was 
refused. He protested against the way 
these inquiries were made, and the 
manner in which the publication of this 
information had been shirked. He could 
not call to mind any case in which any 
punishment had resulted from those in- 
quiries. He understood that 1,826 illicit 
stills had been discovered, and more than 
5 per cent. of them were discovered in 
one province, and over 600 in one county. 
It seemed extraordinary that under those 
circumstances no prosecution had followed. 
He ventured to assert that the same 
till did duty in one district repeatedly, 
in order that the police might obtain the 
rewards, When the reward was paid, 
the still was planted out again, and the 
police went out next morning and seized 
i, so as to secure payment. of another 
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reward. In the particular district to 
which he referred, there were 200 


“ discoveries ” of illicit stills, but he was 
assured that it was the same still in each 
case. [Laughter.] He was stating what 
he believed to be a fact. It might seem 
very funny to hon. Members, but after 
the exposure which had recently been 
made in the Sheridan case, this was quite 
a minor matter. Surely the House would 
be inclined to believe him, when he said 
that the same still had done service in 
200 or 300 “discoveries ” of illicit stills. 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
had admitted that such was probably the 
case. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No: I did 
not admit that. 


Mr. OMARA: Well, 
that there was some irregularity 
matter. 


you admitted 
in the 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
Sir. If any words of mine could be 
capable of such an interpretation, I can 
only say that they were used by inad- 
vertence. 


Mr. O'MARA said he certainly under- 
stood the Financial Secretary of the 
Treasury to admit that there was some 
irregularity. In any case, the way in 
which this inquiry had been conducted, 
and its results, would lead one to suppose 
that the facts were as he had _ stated. 
His information was that,the police had 
planted out this still for the purpose of 
“discovering” it. He was not aware 
that 1,826 stilis had been discovered in 
Ireland legitimately. If all these stills had 
been discovered with worms and all the 
other paraphernalia surely there would 
have been more than twenty pro- 
secutions. That seemed a ridiculously 
small number of prosecutions compared 
with the number of discoveries. He 
asked the Financial Secretary of the 
Treasury whether an inquiry had really 
taken place, and if so, what irregularity, 
if any, had been discovered, and what 
steps had been taken to prevent police 
men from getting rewards for stills 
planted out. 
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Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) ' 
said he had learned with absolute amaze- 
ment within the last hour or two that in 
the past year there were some 1,800 illicit 
stills discovered in Ireland. He thought 
there was some ground for amazement, 
because he knew, speaking for his own 
district, and he believed the case was 
not singular, that illicit distillation, 
which at one time, undoubtedly, was very 
common in certain out of the way 
districts, had almost totally disappeared. 
In this particular instance there was no 
doubt peculiar circumstances. The in- 
fluence of Dr. O’Donnell had been 
thrown very strongly against the 
practice, and he had good reason to 
believe that in that district illicit 
distillation had entirely disappeared. 
He should be glad if the Fin.ncial 
Secretary would tell the Committee 
whether any cases had been found in 
the dioceseof Raphoe. He awaited with 
very great interest the reply of the hon. 
Gentleman. 


Supply—Civil 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think the hon. Gentleman who has raised 
the question does not quite recollect 
what was said a year ago, or what 
exactly was the nature of the statement 
I made. He has spoken of the inquiry 
which I promised as if it were to be 
some form of public inquiry almost in 
the nature of a trial or a Committee 
of Inquiry. He has spoken of the 
result of this inquiry having been kept 
secret, and he has given an air of 
mystery to it which would lead one 
to suspect the worst. Certainly, I 
am not going to shelter myself by at-| 
tacking the conduct of the police. In 
this matter I am to a certain extent 
responsible. When I spoke of an inquiry 
I had nothing in my mind in the nature 
of an inquiry such as the hon. Member 
has described. The subject was one 
which was quite new to me. Hon. 
Members will remember that I had not 
been long in my present office, and hav- | 
ing had my attention called to the sub- 
ject, I was struck by the very large 
number of cases that occurred in Ire- 
land. When I found that the rewards 
in Ireland appeared to be on a higher | 
scale than in other parts of the United 
Kingdom I thought that there was good 
ground for inquiry, and that inquiry I 
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proposed to make myself with the Board 
of Inland Revenue and the Constabulary 
authorities in Ireland. That is the kind 
of inquiry which I had in my mind. It 
never entered my head that any hon. 
Gentleman would expect me to give a 
formal Report with regard to the con- 
fidential communications which passed, 
and which it would be quite impossible 
and contrary to practice to lay on the 
Table of this House. As the result of 
the inquiries I have made, I have not 
the least reason to suppose that there are 
any such malpractices as the hon. Member 
for South Kilkenny thought it right to 
suggest exist on a large scale. It is, of 
course, not possible for me to pledge myself 
that throughout all the United Kingdom 
there is not a single officer of the Board 
of Inland Revenue who has not com- 
mitted a fault, but what I can say is 
that nothing has come to my knowledge 
to lead me to suspect anything of the 
kind of which the hon. Gentleman spoke. 
He said, speaking what he honestly 
believes to be true, that one still— 
whether originally genuine or not, I 
know not—was planted out 200 times 
or so under the direction of the Con- 
stabulary, or at their instigation, and 
that they, on each occasion, sought the 
reward forits detection. Isay, then, that 
I am entitled to ask the hon. Gentleman 
to give me the information on which 
he makes that statement, and to put me 
in possession of the evidence he must 
have, and if there be a case of such 
grave misconduct, I shall do my best to 
bring the offenders to justice. 


Mr. O'MARA: The facts I have 
stated to the Committee are the common 
talk of the country side. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Are these charges to be made on the 
common talk of the country side? 
Surely the hon. Member will see that 
it is not right for a Member of the 
House to use his position as a platform 
from which to disseminate charges of 
this grave character in this form on the 
strength of common rumour, which is 
notoriously a lying jade. 


Mr. O'MARA: The hon. Gentleman 
can make inquiries. I have given him 
the name of the town, and, if he finds 
the common rumour is wrong—— 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, bring home the ownership of the article 


Sir, I will not make inquiries. I do not 
think it right to make inquiries on these 
conditions. I assumed, when the hon. 
(tentleman said he had this information, 
which he gave to the House, believing 
it to be true, that he had something 
more. I think I am entitled to ask 
the hon. Gentleman for something more, 
in order that the inquiry may be a 
serious one and not a farce. If the hon. 
Gentleman will give me any evidence 
which, in the opinion of such legal 
advisers as I should naturally call to my 
assistance, will show a primé facie case 
for prosecution in a court of law, I 
shall not be slow to take the action 
demanded. But I decline to go on 
rumour, and to invite all the gossip of 
the country side. I decline to put these 
men on their trial without some better 
evidence that there is, at any rate,‘ a 
primé facie case against them. The hon. 
Member for West Donegal spoke of the 
surprise which he felt when he heard of 
the large number of seizures which had 
taken place. I think he was referring to 
the figures of a year ago. I ought to 
say that my opinion is that many of 
the seizures included in these figures 
are of atrivial kind. They were seizures 
of instruments used in illicit distillation, 
but it would be an abuse of language to 
call them illicit stills. The figures give 
the idea that the process of manufacture 
on an extensive scale had taken place in 
a large majority of these cases. I have 
no later information with regard to 
[reland at the present moment before 
me. I have no information as to the 
number of seizures with regard to the 
special district of which the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Donegal spoke. I can only 
join my testimony to his in regard to 


the work Dr. O’Donnell has done, 
and express the hope that what 
he has done may strengthen the 


hands, and be an encouragement to 
others in Ireland who are seeking to 
deal with the evils of drunkenness. 
What did appear to me to be the case 
as the result of the inquiry I made was 
that rewards were paid in cases of 
seizures which were altogether 


seized to the person who was guilty. I 
think it is of enormous importance to do 
so. Having these facts in view, the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, with the 
full assent and approval of the Treasury, 
proceeded to revise the scale of rewards. 
We abolished rewards in certain cases 
altogether. Those are cases of seizures 
of parts of illicit stills, minor parts and 
so on. We abolished rewards for 
seizures of small quantities of liquors; 
rewards for larger seizures were reduced ; 
and restrictions were placed on the 
charges that might be incurred for pro- 
longed duty, absence from quarters, and 
mileage. 1 speak with a little hesitation, 
because, after all, I would like to see our 
new scheme at work for a time before 
expressing confidently an opinion upon 
it, but I think what we have done is a 
movement in the right direction. I am 
not certain but that after further 
experience of its working it may be right 
for me to bring the matter before the 
Board of Inland Revenue, with the 
view to proceeding further on the course 
upon which we have now embarked ; but 
I think this js one of those matters 
which require rather definite infor- 
mation. I will act on the advice I 
receive from those more experienced 
than myself, and who are responsible 
for the protection of the revenue. I do 
not think it right to press them to go 
further than they have gone at the 
present time. I shall watch the result 
of that with the view of seeing whether 
we should carry the experiment further. 
I hope that the Committee will see 
that the pledge to give this matter my 
personal attention has been carried out, 
and that the inquiry was started by me 
after discussion in the House. I 
have had conversations with the Chair- 
man of the Board of Inland Revenue 
on the subject. I hope this will be con- 


sidered by the Committee as on the 


too | 


trivial to justify any reward at all, that. 
the rewards paid in other cases were too | 
high, and sufficient endeavour was not | 
made when a seizure had taken place to|is a most regrettable proceeding. Let 
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whole a satisfactory statement for the 
time, subject to what may be necessary 
after further experience. Before I sit 
down, let me repeat in all seriousness 
what I have said already, that I regard 
these charges of widespread fraud 
against a great body of men without 
names, without details of the crime, 
without any kind of evidence to go upon, 
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me have the facts which you can readily 
understand are necessary for the in- 
vestigation of the case, and I will cer- 
tainly have it investigated. I believe 
the Committee will see that it is not the 
interest of the Government to shield 
malpractices if they can be proved on 
the part of anyone connected with the 
revenue. 


Supply—Civil 


(11.30.) Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) 
said his hon. friend had made a general 
accusation. Common rumour might be, 
as the hon. Gentleman had said, a lying 
jade, but he had ample means in his 
power to make inquiry. This question 
was brought before the House last year. 
The people had a most damnable sus- 
picion about it. He used the word in 
the Parliamentary sense. When his hon. 
friend asked for a Return which would 
have gone towards probing the matter, 
the hon. Gentleman refused it. His 
hon. friend wished to know where the 
seizures took place, who made them, and 
the districts in which the prosecutions 
were held. That information was re- 
fused point-blank. There was something 
behind the scenes. Charges had been 
made against the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary. Had they been justified within 
the last week. The Chief Secretary 
himself had admitted the charges against 
the Constabulary were well founded. In 
this case they made no specific charge 
against any constable or constables. His 
hon. friend said there were 200 cases, 
but if there were only 150 or 100 cases 
why should not an inquiry be made ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 
the hon. Member gives me any informa- 
tion sufficient to show a primi facie case 
I shall inquire, but I will not proceed 
upon common rumour. It is not a 
question whether there are 150 or 200 
cases. If there is evidence in a single 
case, I would desire it to be probed to 
the bottom. 


Mr. FLYNN said that when his hon. 
friend took the first step in the direction 
of probing the matter he was stopped 
by the hon. Gentleman himself. The 
Return which his hon. friend asked 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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ought to have been granted in the public 
interest, It was not the duty of an Irish 
Member to become a public prosecutor. 
It was the business of a Department that 
was well paid for. It was the business 
of the Constabulary in conjunction with 
the Inland Revenue. There were only 
four cases in Scotland as against 1,800 
in Ireland. Did the hon. Gentleman 
know what an illicit still was? He was 
pretty sure that the hon. Gentleman did 
not know. They were very difficult 
things to establish and keep up. 
The whisky turned out of these stills 
was so vile that no one would think of 
drinking it, and the Inland Revenue 
laws were so strict that the illicit 
distillation never paid. There was never 
more than a case of suspicion, and he 
pressed on the hon. Gentleman to make 
a public inquiry. On a former occasion 
the hon. Gentleman had stated that he 
would do his best, in conjunction with 
the Inland Revenue, to make a full 
inquiry and afterwards to makea full 
statement on the matter, but he had made 
no such full statement. All that he had 
said wasthatincertain districtsin the West 
illicit distillation prevailed. He knew the 
wilds of Donegal, and he was not aware 
of any part of that county where 
illicit distillation was carried on. He 
thought they were justified in asking 
why this £3,000 was asked for, and 
the Secretary to the Treasury need not 
have assumed an indignant tone when 
his hon. friend called attention generally 
to the practice of the police in discovering 
illicit stills. The inquiry which was 
asked for should include the number of 
prosecutions which had taken place, and 
the localities where these had occurred. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.) 
said he considered that it was a gross 
reflection on the people of Ireland to 
say that there were 1,800 seizures of 
illicit stills in Ireland in one year. The 
House must recollect that this had been 
going on fora very long time indeed—ever 
since the Irish Constabulary had been 
substituted in this detective work for 
Inland Revenue Police. He did not 
believe anything of the kind. His hon. 
friend had made a candid confession 
that night, that in a large number of 
those cases there was not the slightest 
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evidence ; and that in others the seizures 
were trivial, and did not mean the 
seizure of a still, but only parts of the 
machinery of distillation. He believed 
that these figures were piled up under 
the system of rewards that have been 
offered. He was glad that his hon. 
friend had abolished the rewards for 
unimportant seizures. The Irish Police 
in the remote country districts had not 
much to do. There was no country in 
the world, in fact, in which the police 
had less to do, and if this duty was im- 
posed upon them and areward was 


Supply—Civil 


offered, it was only human nature that | 


they should pile up every year figures of 
illicit distillation which were wholly mis- 
leading. He hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would give attention to that fact, be- 


cause it was ridiculous to imagine that | 


there had been 1,800 seizures of illicit 
stills in Ireland as compared with four 
in Scotland where whisky was much 
more prized, and where there were 
greater temptations than in Ireland to 
illicit distillation. Ifthe hon. Gentleman 
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factors, because they were not subject to 
any penalties for giving inaccurate in- 
formation. This practice could not work 
well. The assessor should not be the 
paid servant of County Councils, as well 
as the Government. The system is 
unsatisfactory. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) 
asked if the hon. Gentleman was in order 
in stating that a public servant was 
getting tips. 


*Mr. WEIR said that this gentleman 
was remunerated from several sources. 
In his opinion every Government employee 
should be employed by the Government 

exclusively and paid by salary only, not 
by fees or commissions, the same as some 


| professional men were. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS asked whether 
the hon. Member was in order in charging 
| him with receiving commissions. 


would overhaul the whole system he | 

would find that the figures would go | THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said that 
down immediately. He made no charge | if the hon. Gentleman charged the hon. 
against the Irish Constabulary, but they | Member with receiving commissions he 
should not act unless they had absolute | Was out of order. 

proof in their hands, and where proved, | 


the offence of illicit distillation should be 
pressed relentlessly home. But where 
there was nothing but common rumour 
the Government ought not to take 
action of any kind. 


*Mr. WEIR said of course he did not 
charge the hon. Member with anything 
|of the kind. What he said was that 
legal gentlemen received commissions, 
'and why should he not refer to that 
What were commissions but a 


| matter ? 
*Mr. WEIR said he wished to call |°7%™ O tps? 
attention to the unsatisfactory manner | 
in which the officers of the Inland) Tyr DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said that 
Revenue discharged their duties in he must ask the hon. Member to confine 
Scotland. For instance, the surveyor of | his remarks to the Vote under discussion. 





taxes in Inverness was also the assessor 
for Ross-shire and Inverness-shire, and he 
took his information in regard to the 
acreage of deer forests from the land- 
lords and the landlords’ factors. It was 
a physical impossibility for him to 
ascertain for himself the value and 
extent of the properties. He had never 
seen a more shameful document in his 
life than a Return issued some time ago 
as to the value of deer forests in Scot- 
land. It was a most unsatisfactory 
method of conducting business to rely 


on Returns made by landlords or their. 


Mr. WEIR said that, but for the inter- 
ruptions of the hon. Member, he would 
have confined himself to the Vote. He 
wanted the hon. Gentleman to give him 
some satisfactory reply that this system 
would cease, and that public servants 
would not be allowed to undertake work 
which it was utterly impossible for them 
to perform. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
admitted that he had promised the hon, 


O 2 








351 Supply—Civil 


Member for Ross and Cromarty that he 
would make inquiry into the matter he 
had referred to. He had consulted the 
Board of Inland Revenue on the subject, 
and they told him that the duties of the 
Inland Revenue at Inverness were by no 
means too heavy for one man to discharge. 
He thought that he had communicated 
that view to the hon. Member by letter. 
The assessors were appointed by the local 
authorities, and if the hon. Member 
asked him to upset the whole of that 
system, and that no surveyor of taxes 
should act asassessor, even when appointed 
by the county authorities, then he thought 
that that would be a very dangerous 
task for him to undertake. However, 
he would convey the objection of the 
hon. Gentleman to the Lord Advocate to 
employing an official of the Government 
in collecting information as to land valu- 
ations, but personally he did not think 
that he would be able to persuade Mem- 
bers for Scotland to accept a proposal 
that surveyors of taxes should not be 
allowed to act as assessors when required 
to do so in special circumstances. 
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Mr. WEIR said he thanked the hon. 
Member for making the promise; but 
his point was that the assessor, instead 
of making the inquiry himself, which he 
knew was impossible, got the information 
as to acreage and value from the land. 
lords or their factors. 


Mr. FLYNN said that in view of the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman he 
moved to reduce the Vote by £2,000 asa 
protest. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £1,314,770, 
be granted for the said service.” — (Mr. 
Flynn.) 


(11.59.) Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 56; 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) , Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Boland, John 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 


| 


| Joyce, 
Kennedy, 


Michael 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C 
Elibank, Master of 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) MacNeill, 
Flynn, James Christopher | MaeVeagh, 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | M‘Govern, T. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford M‘Kean, John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick i O’Brien, P. J. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | O’Connor, 
Heime, Norval Watson O’ Malley, 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace O’Mara, James 


Leng, Sir John 
Lundon, W. 


| 
oe Samuel 


Patrick James 
Causton, Richard Knight | Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


John Gordon Swiitt 
Jeremiah 


Markham, Arthur Basil 


Noes, 134. (Division List No. 296.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(Tipperary, N.) 
James (Wicklow, W.) 
William Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Patrick O'Brien. 


NOES. 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour,Rt. Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Mr. Austen 


Beach, 
Bignold, 
Bond, Edward 


Brodrick, Rt. 
Brotherton, 





Ch am berla in. 


Rt. Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Hon. St. John 
Edward Allen 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cranbourne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(City of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’r H’mlets 
Gore,Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,Jno.(Kent, Faversham 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
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Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumtriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants.) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,Rt Hn A.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas.Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel] (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
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Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Original Question again proposed. 


It being after midnight, and ob- 
jection being taken to further pro- 
ceeding, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow ; 
Committee also report progress; to sit 
again tomorrow. 


PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) BILL. 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to Question. 
[28th May. ] 

“That the Bill be committed to a 
Select Committee of five Members, three 
to be nominated by the House, and two 
by the Committee of Selection.”—(JL. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 


Which Amendment was— 
“To leave out the word ‘ Five,’ and insert 
the word ‘ Fifteen.’ ”’—-(Mr, T. M. Healy.) 


Qnestion again proposed, “That the 
word ‘ Five’ stand part of the Question.” 





Debate resumed, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Ordered, That the Bill be committed 
to a Select Committee of nine members, 
five to be nominated by the House, and 
four by the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented three clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee be referred to 
the Committee; that the Petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
counsel, or agents be heard against the 
Bill, and counsel heard in support of the 
Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That five be the quorum.— 
(Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
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PUBLIC OFFICES (DUBLIN) 
[ADVANCES. ] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 
issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of 
such sums, not exceeding in the whole 
£225,000, as may be required for the 
purposes of any Act of the present 
session for the acquisition of certain land 
in Dublin, and for the erection and 
equipment of a Royal College of Science, 
and other buildings for the public service, 
and to authorise the Treasury, for the 
purpose of providing for the issue and 
repayment of such sums, to borrow 
money by means of terminable annuities 
for a period not exceeding thirty years, 
such annuities to be paid out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament for the ser- 
vice of the Commissioners, and if those 
moneys are insufficient, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund.”—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


lain.) 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again tomorrow. 


YARDLEY CHARITY BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for tomorrow. 


PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) 
BILL [LorpDs]. 


Considered in Committee. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that this Bill 
did not go quite so far as the English 
Act, but it went a long way towards it. 
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PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL, 


As amended, considered ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


IRISH RECORD COMMISSION. 

| Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
|N.) rose to move “That an humble 
| Address be presented to His Majesty, 
| praying His Majesty to assent to the 
 eseatichenaat of an Irish Record Com- 
/ mission and an Irish Historical Manu- 
scripts Commission, for the better and 
more speedy publication of the Ancient 
Manuscripts and Records relating to 
Ireland.” 








*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not a pro- 
ceeding under a statute. On what 
ground does the hon. Baronet claim to 
move what I assume is an opposed 
Motion ? 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said he 
thought that this was the only manner 
in which he could raise the question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, if no one ob- 
jects it can be done. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Government objects. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Will the 
hon. Gentleman give me facilities for 
raising this question ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There can be none. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We will 
have the Yardley Charity Bill objected 
to the next time it comes up. 





Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
read the third time, and passed. | 


| 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 








CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps], 
SOUTH EASTERN AND _ LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS | 
BILL [Lorps]. 


; As amended, considered; to be read | 


5 the third time. 


< BILL 
> Read the third time, and passed. 
ABERDEEN ACCOUNTANTS ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [(Lorps], 


= GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS, ETC.) 
< ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 


S upon Friday. 


* FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL [Lorps}. 


: to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 


Petitions against; from Wakefield ; 
~ Cheetham Hill; Selby ; ; Headingly ; 
‘Altrincham ; and Teignmouth; to lie 
“ upon the Table. 


3 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 

WALES) BILL. 

‘Petitions foralteration; from Heigham ; 
: Shrewsbury; Leaton; Gailey with 
* Hatherton ; Westwood Heath ; Chertsey ; 
Bedminster (two); East and West 
Hanney ; Littleworth ; Monmouth; Great 
Catworth; Birmingham (four); Bright- 
stone ; Edingale; Coventry; Bramber; 
Marlborough ; Bristol; Preshute; Chi- 
chester ; Coventry ; Bicton ; New bury ; | 
Stepney ; ; Darwen (two); Lighteliffe 
(two) ; Crumpsall ; Edenfield ; Gravesend ; 


Sherborne ; to lie upon the ‘lable. 
VOL, CXI. [FOURTH SERIES. ] 
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S GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN | 
, RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION 


Considered ; to be read the third time | 


: Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 


Whitchureh Toxeth Park ; Bret 
Norris; Cheetham Hill; Faileworth 
(two) ; Hulme; Gladestry; Leeds; and | 
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Reports, &c. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Blackburr. 


_and Mere; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


|. Return presented, relative thereto 
— 15th July; Mr. Austen Chamber- 
| ain]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 272.] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Additional Rule 
made by the Intermediate Education 
Board for Ireland, dated 4th July, 1902, 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lorns]. 
Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandumstating 
'the nature of the Proposals contained 
'in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders. 
(No. 8) Bill [Zords}.””— (Mr. Gerald 


| Balfour.) 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 

FIRMATION (No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the proposals contained 
|in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill ([Zords].”” — (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 

FIRMATION (No. 2) BILL [Lorps]. 

Copy ordered, ‘‘of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in 
the Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 


(No. 2) Bill [Lords}.” — (Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 
EAST INDIA (FOREIGN COMPETITION 


LOCOMOTIVES). 
Address for ‘“‘ Return of Correspond- 
‘ence with certain British firms as to the 
competition between German and British 
manufacturers of railway locomotives.” 
—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Return ordered, ‘showing (1) the 
amount raised by means of Police Rate 
‘for the maintenance of the Dublin 


P 
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Metropolitan Police for the years ending 
31st day of December, 1852, 31st day of | 
December, 1872, 31st day of December, 

1892, and 31st day of March, 1902, 

distinguishing in respect of the last 

mentioned year the amounts contributed 

by the city of Dublin from those con- 

tributed by the rest of the district; (2) | 
the rateable valuation and population of 

the Dublin Metropolitan Police district in | 
each such year ; (3) the amount received 

for the same periods from local revenues 

such as licences, etc.; (4) the amount 

paid by His Majesty’s Treasury for same 

periods; (5) the strength of the force 

for the same periods, and specifying the | 
number employed in Government De- | 
partments and private service.” —(J/r. | 
Harrington.) 


(Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
India—Proposed Government School of 
Mines and Metallurgy. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the number of 
coal mines working in India, and the 
provision of the Mines Act of India 
requiring that all mine managers shall 
hold certificates showing that they 
possess certain qualifications, will he 
consider the expediency of establishing 
a Government School of Mines and , 
Metallurgy in India, so that natives 
of India may be afforded opportunities 
of obtaining such certificates. 


(Answered hy the Secretary of State for 
India.) The Mines Act merely provides | 
that the Government of India may, if 
they think fit, prescribe the qualifications 
of managers of mines Iam not aware 
that they have made any Rules on the 
subject, or have prescribed certificates. 
If they should do so, I am confident 
that the expediency of providing in 
India the technical instruction necessary 
for such certificates will not be over- 


looked. 


Indian State Railways—Competent | 
Freight Clerks. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Secretary of 

State for India if he will consider the | 


desirability of suggesting to the State | 
{ 
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| Railway Company, which runs in con- 


nection with the Sara Ghat Ferry 
and the Darjeeling Himalayan Railway 
Company, the necessity for employing 
clerks who are competent to calculate 


the rates, so that the consignees of 


goods at Darjeeling may not be oyer- 
charged. 


(Answered by the Secretary of State for 
India.) The matter is one as to which 
any complaints should be addressed to 
the local authorities. 


Lombard Street Telegraph Staff, and the 
Abandoned Royal Procession. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that certain 
members of the telegraph staff at the 
Lombard Street Post Office recently 
handed in an appeal to the inspector in 
charge who declined to forward it to the 
higher authorities; and whether, in 
view of the Postmaster General’s 
assurances that the staff possess the 
right of appeal, he will state the reasons 
for the refusal in this instance. 


(Answered by the Seeretury to the 
Treasury.) The inspector in charge of 
the Lombard Street Post Office is well 
acquainted with the rules respecting 
appeals on official matters, but he did 
not consider that the appeal to which 
the hon. Member refers came within 
that category. The appeal was from 
certain juniors of the counter and 
telegraph staff that accommodation 
might be provided by the Department 
for their friends as well as themselves to 
see the Royal Procession, which it was 
expected would take place on the 27th 
ultimo. Places to view the procession 
had already been provided for the men 
themselves. 


Bath Telegraphists—Dual Increment. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that two tele- 
graphists at Bath, who were granted the 
dualincrement for postal knowledge, were, 
in consequence. for two years, kept on 
night duty in the postal branch, and in 
response to an application to be ,allowed 
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to relinquish the increment and return 
to their positions in the telegraph 
branch, were informed that their places 
had been filled up by females, and that 
they will be transferred to another town ; 
and, seeing that such action is at 
variance with the practice of the Depart- 
ment in other towns, where officers 
holding this increment have been 
allowed to relinquish it, will the Post- 
master General cause steps to be taken 
with a view to safeguarding the position 
of these men. 


(Answered by the Secretary to the 
Treasury.) The Postmaster General will 
have inquiry made on; this subject 
and will communicate with the hon. 
Member. 


English and Irish Railways—Conveyance 
of Live Stock. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Russian 
Government propose to give a grant 
to enable refrigerating cars to be placed 
on the State railways in connection with 
vessels fitted to convey dead meat and 
refrigerated produce into Great Britain ; 
and that some colonial and other Govern- 
ments have granted bounties on subsi- 
dised meat exports; and whether he 
will institute inquiries, and consider the 
advisability of recommending the Gov- 
ernment to grant to the carrying 
corporations of Great Britain and Ireland 
an umount sufficient to improve the 
carriage of live stock within the three 
kingdoms, so as to prevent damage and 
delay. 


(Auswered by the President of the Board 
of Trade.) As regards the first paragraph, 
lam aware that the matter referred to 
has been discussed in Russia, but I have 
no official information as to any definite 
proposal of the Russian Government. 
The answer to the second paragraph is 
in the affirmative. I see no reason for 
recommending a grant for the purpose 
named in the last paragraph. 


India -Coronation Durbar at Delhi. 

Mr. SCOTT - MONTAGU (Hamp- 
shire, New Forest): To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether, in view 
ot the fact that the expenses of the 
recent entertainment at the India Office 
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is to be paid for out of the funds of 
India, he is prepared to make a grant 
towards the expenses of the Coronation 
Durbar to be held at Delhi next 


January. 


(Answered by Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.) No. 


Scottish Congested Districts—Fishermen’s 
Dwellings in Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Advocate 
if he will state on what terms the Con- 
gested Districts Board are now prepared 
to feu land near Stornoway for fisher- 
men’s dwellings, and will he say how 
much land, if any, has been acquired by 
the Board for this purpose. 


(Answered by the Lord Advocate.) The 
Board have not acquired any land in 
Lewis, but Major Matheson recently 
proposed to the Congested Districts 
Board that the ground at Boulnacraig, 
Stornoway, extending to about seven 
acres, should be feued in twenty-nine lots 
for fishermen’s dwellings on the same 
conditions as in the previous offer by the 
Board (published in Appendix, No. VIIL., 
of their Second Report for 1899-1900), 
except that instead of the offer being 
made to cottar fishermen it should be 
extended so as to include fishermen or 
the sons of fishermen in Lewis, living 
entirely or mainly by fishing. The offer 
was made public on the 16th of last 
month. 


Orange Procession at Warrenpoint, 
County Down. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that many 
of the Orange processionists at Warren- 
point, County Down, on Saturday, dis- 
charged firearms along the line of route, 
that two women were shot, and that at 
least two civilians, together with three 
constables, had narrow escapes, 2nd will 
he say whether it is intended to take 
any, and if so, what steps to prevent a 
recurrence of such incidents arising from 
the carrying of firearms. 


(Answered hy the Chief Secretury to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland.) A number of 
shots were fired by the excursionists. 
Two women were wounded at Newry. 
One arrest has been made. The question 
of discharging firearms from railway 
trains on the occasion of party excursions 
is engaging consideration. 


P2 
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Infectious Disease Notification and 
Prevention Acts. 


Questions. 364 


their own expense, subject to the con- 
currence of the High Commissioner and 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief | the Officer in charge of the camp in 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of which they have been confined. They 
Ireland whether he will consider the | may go elsewhere under similar condi- 
advisability of introducing a Bill this | tions, but they forfeit all claim to re- 
Session to assimilate the Law regarding | patriation at the expense of His Majesty's 
The Infectious Disease (Notification) Act, |Government. If they leave without a 
1869, and The Infectious Disease (Pre- | declaration of allegiance, they will not be 
vention) Act, 1890, in Ireland and | allowed to return to South Africa. 
Great Britain, so as to make notifica-_ 





tion compulsory by urban or rural 
sanitary authorities in Ireland. 


(Answered by the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland). A Bill has 
been drafted on the lines suggested by 
the Question. I am prepared to bring 
it in, but could not undertake to find 
time for any but the briefest discussion. 


Volunteers—Ammunition forjRifle 
Practice. 
Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he is aware that ammunition, dated 


1897, is being issued for rifle practice | 


to certain volunteer regiments; and, 
in view of the character of this ammuni- 
tion, which makes accurate shooting 
impossible, will he take steps to insure 
that such ammunition is not issued in 
future. 


(Answered by the Secretary of State for 
War.) No complaint has been received 
of any rifle ammunition. A complaint 
was received of some Morris tube 
ammunition, and this is being investi- 
gated. 


South Africa—Repatriation of Boer 

soners. 

Mr. HENRY J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth): Toask the Secretary 
of State for War if Boer prisoners of 
war, ready totake the oath of allegiance, 
and prepared to pay their own expenses, 
may immediately return to South 
Africa, or proceed to Europe to meet 
their families. 


(Answered by the Secretary of State for 
War.) Burghers of the late Republics 
who are willing to take the oath of 
allegiance, and who possess means of sub- 
sistence, or can be assured of it, will be 
allowed to proceed to South Africa at 


Maharajah of Panna. 

| Mr. WEIR: To ask the First Lord 
'of the Treasury if ,he will say when an 
opportunity will be given for ascertain- 
| ing whether the House desires the publi- 
‘cation of Papers relative to the recent 
disposition of the Maharajah of Panna. 


| (Answered by the First Lord of the 
| Treasury.) 1 am afraid I can add nothing 
'to the answer the hon. Gentleman has 

received on this subject fiom the Secre- 
| tary of State for India. 


Business of the House—Supply 
Arrangements. 

| Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, in view 
of the fact that, as at present arranged, 
‘not more than one day is to be given to 
the discussion of the salary of the Secre- 
tary of State for War, if he will afford 
‘the House further opportunity for dis- 
|eussion of the following military ques- 
tions, which have been before the public 
/owing to recent developments, viz., the 
|Army Medical Department, the case of 
General Buller, the breach of discipline 
,at Royal Military College, Report on 
| education of officers, and the Courts of 
Inquiry into} Remount and Canteen 
| Departments. 


| (Answered by the First Lord of the 
| Treasury.) I think the hon. Gentleman 
will find that the Votes on the Paper 
tomorrow embrace the various subjects 
enumerated in the Question, and I 
should hope that this opportunity will 
afford adequate time for their discussion. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can see his way 
to afford an opportunity for discussing 
| the Vote for the Customs Establishment 





|during the remaining days allotted to: 


| Supply. 
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(Answered by the First Lord of the | 
Treasury.) I am afraid I can give no! 
definite assurance that a day can be} 
assigned to this Vote; but perhaps, be- 
fore Supply is closed, an opportunity | 
may be found for its discussion. 


42.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Remount Scandals—Action against Major 
Studdert. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
{ beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether the settlement of the action 
against Major C. W. Studdert by a 
money payment was made with the 
consent of the prosecution; if so, 
whether such consent was given with 
the sanction of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; whether the Papers in this case 
were laid before the Court of Inquiry 
appointed to inquire into the action of 
the Remount Department ; and whether 
he will cause the Papers to be published. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
having regard to the fact that the 
Solicitor General for Ireland, in con- 
sideration of a payment of £2,000 and 
certain costs, has agreed to abandon 
further legal proceedings against Major 
C. W. Studdert and others for fraudulent 
breach of contract in connection with 
the purchase of remounts, will he say 
what was the sum that Major Studdert 
was estimated to have fraudulently 
received; and whether the War Office 
gave its consent to this settlement. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
if he will state the.reason for terminat- | 
ing the proceedings in the action by the 
War Office for breach of contract, in | 
reference to the purchase of horses in | 
Ireland, after the hearing of the evidence | 
of the Inspector General of Remounts 
and other War Office witnesses; and | 
whether any further proceedings are 
contemplated by Government. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. | 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): My right 
hon. friend the Secretary of State for 
War promised to undertake this. | 
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Mr. BropricK was not yet in his 
place, and there was a pause in the 
proceedings. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL(Donegal,S.): 


Who is wasting time now? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member for South Donegal not to in- 
terrupt the business, and not to make 
remarks when there is no business be- 
fore the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I was very 
wrong, but I was only calling the at- 
tention of the public, Sir, to the way 
Ministers behave themselves. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is an orderly 
and a disorderly way of doing that, and 
the hon. Member too frequently adopts 
the disorderly method. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It is very 
effective, Sir. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford), having now entered the House, 
said, I regret to say that I have not 
yet received a full Report from the 
Solicitor General on this case, and, 
therefore, it is not possible for me to 
give an opinion upon it. The case 
only deals with the question of damages 


|in connection with 323 horses, and the 


War Office is only responsible for follow- 
ing the advice of their legal adviser in 
regard to the termination of the action. 
I am not prepared to enter upon any 
of the subsidiary questions which have 
been asked, but I have no reason to 
suppose that any pledge has been given 
that will be a bar to any further pro- 


| ceedings. 


Subsequently, 
Mr. MCKENNA repeated his Question. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The answer to this 
Question is covered by what I have 
already stated. 


Mr. McKENNA: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman ask the Court of Inquiry for 
the Papers ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir ; certainly 
ot. Ihave no power to interfere with 
any proceedings of the Court of Inquiry. 
It takes its own action and calls its own 
witnesses, and I have no right to make 
any inquiry. 


Settlement of Volunteers in South Africa. 

Str GEORGE NEWNES (Swansea, 
Town): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any of the active 
service Volunteers who have served in 
South Africa will be permitted, if they so 
desire, to obtain their discharge and 
remain in South Africa when their 
regiments are ordered home. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
the attirmative. 


The answer is in 


China—Medals for Civilian Defenders of 
the Legations. 

CoLoneEL STOPFORD-SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
the medal and clasp for Defence of 
Legations given to the Naval and Military 
forces who took part in the late operations 
in China will likewise be granted to those 
civilian volunteers whose services were 
brought by Sir C. MacDonald to the 
notice of the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The medal and 
clasp will be granted to those of British 
nationality who took part in the defence 
of the Legations. 


Governor-General of India. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, with reference to the recent Order 
conferring additional powers on the 
Governor-General of India in Council, 
whether he will state in what territories 
outside British India these powers will be 
operative, over what persons the juris- 
diction will be exercised, and the cireum- 
stances which have rendered this measure 
necessary. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The territories outside British 
India in which the Order operates, or 
may hereafter operate, are stated in 
Article 2 of the Order of the 11th of June, 
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1902. The persons affected are British 
subjects and other persons in respect of 
whom the Governor-General in Council 
has jurisdiction by treaty, grant, usage, 
sufferance, and other lawful means. The 
consideration which led to the issue of 
the Order was that the Secretary of State 
was advised that it would, from a legal 
point of view, be more convenient to 
place the foreign jurisdiction exercised 
by the Governor-General in Council upon 
the basis of Imperial legislation and 
statutory orders. 


Mr, CAINE: Will the noble Lord 
kindly place a copy of the Minute in the 
Library of the House ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Certainly. 


Liquor Traffic in Indian Tea Areas. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India if his attention 
has been called to the Memorandum 
submitted to the Chief Commissioner of 
Assam by the Hon. James Buckingham, 
C.LE., on the effect on coolies on Assam 
tea gardens from the number of liquor 
shops established by the Government 
throughout the tea area of that State, 
to the complaints with regard to liquor 
shops from owners of tea gardens in 
Darjeeling and other tea areas of the 
Bengal Presidency, and to the statement 
on the same subject of Surgeon-General 
de Renzy at the annual meeting of the 
Jokai Assam Tea Company at Winchester 
House on the 8th instant, that it was 
impossible to get a proper supply of 
labour, or to keep it efficient when 
obtained, in consequence of these liquor 
shops ; and, if so, will he consider the 
advisability of the immediate suppresion 
of all liquor shops in the tea-growing 
areas of Bengal and Assam. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
that a Memorandum offering suggestions 
for the improvement of the liquor-excise 
system of the province has recently been 
submitted by the Assam Tea Association 
to the Chief Commissioner. These 
suggestions are certain to receive the 
fullest consideration from him, and I do 
not propose at present to issue any 
instructions in the matter. I am _ not 
aware that any similar representations 
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by the Bengal tea planters, nor have I 
seen the report of the company meeting 
referred to; but I know that questions 
relating to the prevention of drunken- 
ness among the tea garden coolies in 
that province have been frequently 
before the local Government. 


Indian Budget. 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India, in accord- 
ance with private notice, whether it is 
true, as stated in the newspapers, that 
the Indian Budget will not be taken 
until the Autumn sitting of the House. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Yes. I pro- 
pose to take the Indian Budget in the 
Autumn, as I believe it will be the 
most convenient time. 


Underground Telegraph Wires 
to the North. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether. in view of the conclusion of the 
war in South Africa and the diminished 
demands upon the Exchequer, he can 
see his way to increase the allowance 
made in the Estimates for the extension 
of underground telegraphic wires to the 
North of England and Scotland, with 
the view of preventing the interruption 
o telegraphic communication in winter 
with Edinburgh, Glasgow, and other 
large centres of population in Scotland. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or HE EX- 
CHEQU ER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): A considerable sum is provided in 
this year’s Estimates for the extension of 
underground telegraphic wires to the 
North, and | do not think it can be 
increased on account of the close of the 
war. | have already stated that savings 
from that cause should go to the reduc- 
tion of the debt incurred for the war. 


Maize Duty Rebate. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork \Co., N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in view of the fact that the collectors of 
Customs allege they are awaiting instruc- 
tions in respect to the refunding of the 
amount of the maize duty which is 
repayable to those importers who have 
already paid the full duty on stocks 
which they are selling on the lower basis 
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| of the reduced duty since the date fixed 
| for the reduction, whether he will explain 
| what is the cause of the delay in issuing 
| these instructions. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Proper in- 
structions have been given to the 
collectors of Customs, and remissions of 
excess duty will be made as soon as the 
Finance Bill has become law, which I 
hope will be before the end of this week. 


Mr. FLYNN: When were the instruc- 
tions given to the collectors—was it 
recently ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Of course it 
was recently. The alteration was made 
in the law not very long ago. 


| Bideford Postman’s Grievance. 
Mr. SOARES(Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
| I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that Oliver Sluman, 
an unestablished postman of Bideford, 
who has recently received notice to leave, 
has served the Post Office for thirty-two 
years, that for twenty years he received 
wages amounting to 10s. per week, and 
for twelve years wages amounting to 
16s. per week ; and whether, seeing that 
this man is now seventy-two years of 
age, he will consider the advisability of 
granting him a pension or a gratuity. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRET4 RY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAmM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Sluman 
is not eligible for pension, but inquiry 
will be made as towhether he is eligible for 
the award of a compassionate gratuity 
on retirement. 


Orange Disturbance at Tullyhogue. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it has 
come to his knowledge that, after the 
attack on the Very Reverend Canon 
Rice, Cookstown, and the three nuns, 
on the Donaghenry Road, they were 
encountered nearer to Tullyhogue by a 
riotous crowd ; and, seeing that Orange 
crowds assemble on this road, which is 
the only direct road from Cookstown to 
Stewartstown and Coalisland, and that 
Roman Catholics have often been at- 
tacked in that neighbourhood, he will 
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consider the advisability of having a| THe SECRETARY or STATE For tue 
police barrack established in Tullyhogue ; | HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcug, 
and whether he will cause further | Croydon) (for Mr. A.J. BALFour): Since 
inquiries to be made with a view to the the passing of the resolution of the 
identification and punishment of the | Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty as to 
ringleaders of the second mob. the proposed amalgamation with the 
| Ecclesiastical Commission, a Joint Com- 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY For mittee of both Houses has inquired into 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I | all the circumstances, and a Bill embody- 
think the facts have been very much/ing their recommendations has been 
exaggerated in this matter. It has introduced. The Government do not 
already been stated that one stone was | think that any further inquiry is neces- 
thrown at the carriage containing the sary, nor has it been asked for by the 
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reverend gentleman, by a drunken | Governors. 
person whom the police hope to make | 


amenable. Some booing occurred near 
Tullyhogue, but no rictous crowd was 
assembled on the road. It is not the 
fact, as alleged, that Roman Catholics 
have beenattacked in this neighbourhood, 
which is peaceable. No necessity exists 
for placing a police barrack at Tullyhogue, 
and there is no need for further inquiry. 


Irish Prison Warders. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many police pensioners are 
employed as warders in Irish prisons ; 
whether, before qualifying for pensions, 
they were declared unfit for further 
service in the police; whether it is in- 
tended to make any further appoint- 
ments from the same class ; and whether 
the Prisons Board intend to adopt a 
system of examinations for promotions 
in the prison service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This information 


cannot be procured for a day or two. | 


Perhaps the hon. Member will repeat the 
Question on Friday. 


Queen Anne’s Bounty. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the First | 


Lord of the Treasury whether, seeing 
that the Governors of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty have stated that a thorough 
examination of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
mission is necessary before any question 
of its amalgamation with Queen Anne’s 
Bounty can be entertained the: Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Bill will be proceeded 
with before such an inquiry into the 
constitution, powers and working of 
the Ecclesiastical Commission has taken 
place. 


Ben Nevis Observatory. 

___Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
_Ben Nevis Observatory must soon be 
‘closed, unless it can receive further 
| pecuniary assistance ; and whether, in 
'the interest of science, he will enable 
this valuable national institution to 
continue its important work. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I answered 
| this Question in some detail three years 
| ago,t and I adhere to the answer I then 
| gave, though I fear it may not be satis- 
‘factory to the hon. Gentleman. The 
| grant referred to has been placed in the 

hands of the Council of the Meteorological 
Society and the Government do not 
‘determine how the grant is to be dis- 
tributed among the different institutions 
carrying on investigations. That is 
left to the Society, and the Society must 
be responsible. 


| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): May I ask when the 
| Vote which will give an opportunity for 
discussing this matter will be taken ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 


answer that straight off. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I hope there will be at least an oppor- 
tunity given for the Scottish Members 
interested in scientific observations to 
discuss the question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will look 
| into that. 





+ See (4) Debates, Ixxv., 504, 855, 1303. 
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Debates on the Estimates. 

LorpD HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury whether, having regard to 
the limited opportunities afforded this 
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| Order No. 31; to be read a second time 
| Upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 277.] 


POLICE EXPENSES BILL, 
“To amend the law relating to Ex- 





session under the Resolution regulating | 
the consideration of Supply for the dis-| penses of Police Authorities,” presented 
cussion of Army Estimates, he will state} by Mr. Jesse Collings, under Standing 
whether he proposes to makethat Resolu- | Order No. 31; to be read a second time 
tion a Standing Order; and, if so, on | upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
what day he intends to make a Motion | [Bill 278.] 

to that effect. ——_——_ 
Mr. RITCHIE: My right hon. friend | aaienmaneines — eee 
does not intend to take the Resolution | 
before the adjournment. He does not | 
know what his noble friend means by | 
“limited opportunities’? during this | 
cen. | Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: Will the First Penrith) in the Chair. 
Lord give an opportunity for the discus- | 
sion of Vote 11 of the Army Estimates? | 
When I spoke of “ limited opportunities,” | Another Amendment proposed— 

I meant that we had not been allowed to| ,, In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘seeular,’ 
discuss several important matters on the | to insert the words ‘and physical.’”—(Mr. 
Army Vote. | Priestley.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not give) Question again proposed, “That those 
up the hope of an opportunity being | words be there inserted. 


found for the discussion of Vote 11, | (2.35.) Tar PRIME MINISTER anp 


although the time for discussing the | pIRST LORD or THE TREASURY 


Estimates is running rather short. But | ae 
Icannot give any promise or pledge on | (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.) 
the subject. | said he entirely agreed with the hon. 


‘Member that the question of physical 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: What Supply training was second only, if it were 


will be taken at the evening sitting on Second in some cases, to the ques- 
Thursday ? | tion of intellectual training. We were 


‘rather inclined, by long and _ not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it | Very wise tradition, to confine the 
would be best to go on with the Army | Word “education” within too narrow 


Estimates on Thursday. I cannot state limits, and to suppose that it only 
what Army Vote will be taken. _ affected the moral and intellectual side 


'of life, and of that side certain 
NCESEN | relatively narrow intellectual interests. 

PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. Therefore, he did not quarrel with the 
Eighth Report brought up, and read; object the hon. Gentleman had in 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. view. The hon. Gentleman wished 
: |that, in addition to the ordinary 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. _ gcholastic training, there should be 
Fourth Report brought up, and|some attention given to the physical 
read; Report to lie upon the Table,| training of the scholars. But would 
and to be printed. [No. 273.] that object, excellent though it were, 
| be properly carried out by the Amend- 

POLICE (SUPERANNUATION) BILL. | ment? Was there a distinction between 
“To amend The Police Act, 1890, with | “secular,"” which was in the Clause, 
respect to Superannuations,” presented | and “ physical,” which the hon. Gentle- 
by Mr. Jesse Collings, under Standing ;man proposed to add? ‘‘Secular,” in 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 6 :— 
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common parlance, and certainly as used 
in the Bill, was opposed not to physical, 
but to religious education. If the hon. 
Gentleman were right—as he believed 
he was—in thinking that physical 
training ought in many cases to be 
made an essential part of the general 
training, unconnected with the religion 
of the pupils, it would come under 
the general term ‘‘secular.” If they 
added “physical,” why not add each 
of the different items which went to 
make up the secular side of education— 
such as Latin, for example? It was 
impossible to include in the Clause all 
the items which went to make up 
secular education, and he held, there- 
fore, that the general word ‘secular ” 
was sufficient. Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman would be content, in the 
circumstances, with having called 
attention to this important element 
of general education, without pressing 
his Amendment to a division. 


Mr. PRIESTLEY (Grantham) said 
that after the sympathetic speech of 
the Prime Minister there was no course 
open to him but to withdraw his 
Amendment. He highly valued the 
opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
that this portion of education in public 
elementary schools was both essential 
and valuable, and he only hoped the 
Government would formulate a scheme 
making physical education compulsory 
in the elementary schools. He believed 
hon. Members generally were in entire 
sympathy with that view. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN ruled out of order 
the Amendment standing in the name 
of the hon. Member for Bolton, which 
was, after the word “secular” to insert 
the words ‘* and undenominational.”’ 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said they 
were all agreed that the education 
authority should have control over all 
secular teaching, whether in denomi- 
national or other schools, and that the 
control of religious teaching should 
be left to denominational authorities. 
The third point was as to the control 
of religious teaching in undenominational 
schools, and he maintained that the 
Clause as it stood made no provision for 

Mr, A. J, Balfour. 
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that. It merely provided that the local 


education authority should, throughout 


its area, have the powers and duties 
exercised by School Attendance Com. 
mittees under the Acts of 1870 and 1900, 
That, if it stood by itself, would meet the 
difficulty, no doubt ; but words had been 
added making it responsible for “ secular ” 
instruction in public elementary schools, 
whether provided by it or not. That 
created some doubt as to who was 
to be responsible for religious education 
in schools not provided by the authority, 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
evidently wishes to amend the words 
“whether provided by them or not.” 
The question of undenominational re- 
ligious teaching has already been decided. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said that he would raise the 
points embodied in the Amendments 
standing next in his name ona subsequent 
part of the Clause. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley) moved an Amendment the object 
of which was, he said, to make it clear that 
the local education authority should have 
control of all secular instruction, whether 
in voluntary or denominational schools. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 6, page 2, line 36, to leave out 
‘whether’ and insert ‘ not.’ ”°—(Mr. Duncan.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the question 
involved was one of drafting or construc- 
tion, rather than of principle. They were 
all agreed that the local education 
authority should have absolute control 
over secular and religious training in the 
schools they themselves provided, and 
that they should have absolute control 
over secular training in the voluntary 
schools. The only question was as to 
how the matter could be most clearly put. 
Personally, he would have thought the 
meaning was obviously clear, but as he 
gathered from the debate the other night 
that there was some difference of opinion, 
and as the Amendment would make it 


clearer, he had no objection to accepting it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) moved to omit the last words 
of the Clause, whieh provided that 
School Boards and School Attendance 
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Committees should be abolished. He 
did not think that they ought to decide 
absolutely on the abolition of School 
Boards. Practically, of course, they had 
been abolished, so far as their control over 
education was concerned, but no final 
decision should be come to until they 
came to the Clause which would 
enable them to be retained purely as com- 
mittees of management. His con- 
tention was that, although the County 
Council might be able to direct and con- 
tro! education generally within its area, 
todecide on the amount of money to 
be expended on education, to give 
general directions for education, and 
organise it in a general way, it was 
quite impossible for a body of that kind 
actually to manage individual schools. 
It was admitted that the Clause gave 
power to County Councils to inspect 
schools, but there was a great difference 
between that and managing them. In 
acounty with a population of 200,000 
or 300,000, and a very large area, the 
County Council could not do more than 
provide a general education scheme, and 
it would find great difficulty in appoint- 
ing committees of management, for it 
would not possess the necessary local 
knowledge to enable it to select the 
best men to manage the schools. All 
that he asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury to do was to refrain from pre- 
judicing the question whether School 
Boards should not be retained in some 
districts purely for the purposes of 
management. The omission of these 
words would give the Committee an 
opportunity, when they came to the 
next Clause, dealing with the manage- 
ment of schools, to discuss the pro- 
priety of retaining School Boards as the 
managers of schools. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 36, to leave out the words 
‘and School Boards and School Attendance 
Committees shall be abolished in that area.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and School Boards and School Attend- 
ance Committees shall’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
that the object the hon. Gentleman had 
in view was an important object, and one 
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the Committee might well discuss. I 
he understood the hon. Gentleman 
rightly, he only desired to deal with the 
counties, and in the counties the hon. 
Gentleman desired to keep the School 
Boards in existence, while depriving them 
of any rights under the Act of 1870—to 
leave them as pale and ineffectual ghosts, 
endowed with a kind of transitory life 
by the County Council, if it should so 
please. The first observation he would 
make was that the hon. Gentleman pro- 
posed to create, or rather to leave in 
existence, a very cumbrous machinery 
to carry out a very small object. Even 
those who favoured the School Board 
system thought that the whole apparatus 
of the cumulative vote, and the rest of it, 
threw a great deal of cost and trouble 
on small districts. The cost of a con- 
tested election in these small areas bore 
a most absurd and abnormal proportion 
to the total expenditure of the School 
Board, and he did think it would be very 
inadvisable to make it a part of the new 
machinery. He would also point out 
that even now the public interest in 
School Board elections was not very 
great as compared with that taken in 
other elections. What would it be when 
those bodies were deprived of all 
autonomy and dignity, and left as the 
mere servants of the County Council? 
Though he did not think the Committee 
ought to accept the Amendment, he 
agreed that it was worth considering in 
the next clause whether something could 
not be devised which would put the 
locality in some touch with the central 
authority. They had already decided, by 
the earlier words of the Clause, to make 
the County Council wholly responsible 
for educational matters, and he thought 
that to have another elective body in the 
district, even though it would be sub- 
ordinate to the County Council, would 
be to invite some kind of collision be- 
tween the two bodies. 


(3.0.) Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 5.) was 
very glad to hear the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s last words, which contained a pro- 
mise of better things to come; but he 
would have been glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman could have indicated a little 
more distinctly what he intended to do, 
because it would have largely saved their 
labourson the Bill. Heneed notanswerthe: 
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other arguments of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man, which, though they might have. 


some force, had not the force of the last 


argument of the right hon. Gentleman. | 


They attached to this element of local 
popular control a great deal of import- 
ance, and any proposal of that kind 
would be of the greatest value. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) thought the « sht 
hon. Gentleman had given a negative 
indication as to his intention, which was 
somewhat unfortunate. 


Mr. BRYCE dissented. 


*Str CHARLES DIJLKE said that was 
certainly what he understood. He would 

uote the words of the right hon. 
rentleman— 

‘“* An elective body might come into conflict 
with the County Council.” 
He thought it was most unfortunate, 
because the right hon. Gentleman had 
almost pledged himself against the 
elective element by limiting himself in 
that way. 


Mr. BRYCE said of, course if those 
words were used they were quite open to 
his right hon. friend’s criticism. He 
understood the argument of the right 
hon. Gentlen.an was only directed 
against School Boards. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR explained that 
what he was objecting to was the con- 
tinuation in the area of a body wholly 
elective, with a great tradition behind 
it, going back to 1870, and having 
had powers of which they were now 
deprived, but which they would have a 
natural instinct to resume. He had 
pointed out that there might be friction 
between the elective body and the body 
they all desired to see supreme in 
relation to education, namely, the County 
Council. He did not wish to give any 
special pledge, but what was passing 
through his mind was that, in addition 
to the managers nominated by the 
County Council, there should be a 


certain proportion elected by the Parish | 


Councils. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE expressed his 
satisfaction at having elicited that ex- 
pression of opinion, which was a great 
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improvement on what the right hon, 
Gentleman had first said. It was a cop. 
siderable concession, especially if the 
proportion of the elected element was 
large one. He thought the whole ought 
to be elected, but the matter would 
have an important bearing on the Clause, 
The view that the right hon. Gentleman 
_ took in his first speech, that there might 
be conflict of authority, was not borne 
out by their experience of the County 
Councils, Parish Councils, and District 
Councils, all of which dealt with the 
same class of duties. The line between 
them had been strictly maintained, and 
they had all done good work for the 
counties. What they had in view was the 
importance of keeping as managers of 
the schools in the School Board districts 
the men who had learnt _ their 
work and had done it in the past, 
and who had the confidence of 
the ratepayers. The position offered 
to them under this Bill was the manage. 
ment of one school, when, under the 
School Board, they had controlled twenty 
or thirty ; and it was not reasonable to 
suppose that they would accept such a 
position. What they desired was to see 
a larger scope of duty given to these 
men under this Bill. 


Lord EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he heard what 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman with 
the greatest pleasure, because he thought 
the concession would be most valuable, 
not only from the point of view of persons 
immediately concerned, but also from 
another point of view altogether. The 
bringing of the Parish Councils into line 
was a great concession, because in many 
cases Parish Councils were almost dying 
of inanition for want of work to do. 
Frequently the same persons who served 
on the Parish Councils, also served onthe 
School Board, and the result was that 
the two elections injured the value of 
both in the eyes of the electors. He 
hoped the Government would consider 
whether, where the area was of sufficient 
size, and the School Board was not 
working well, the Parish Councils could 
| not be substituted for it. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset: 
shire, E.) thought the noble Lord who had 
_ just spoken had given good reason why 
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the School Boards should not be retained. | 
This Amendment, which had been sup- 
ported by such high authority, would, if 
accepted, keep in existence an expensive 
body, for no object which could not be 
obtained by other means. He ventured 
to think, however much regard they 
might have for the work the School 
Boards had done in the past, it would be 
very unwise, now that the Committee 
had determined to abolish them, to press 
an Amendment for the purpose of keep- 
ing them in existence for such a purpose 


as this. Did any hon. Member think 
it would be desirable to keep the 
Attendance Committee in existence 


merely for the purpose of managing a 
shool ? He welcomed the suggestion 
made by the First Lord, and thought 
the Committee could not possibly come 
toa decision which would keep on the 
expensive machinery of theSchool Board 
for such an inadequate purpose. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) was of opinion that the 
question forthe Committee to consider was 
whether the advantages outweighed the 
disadvantages. He thought the advan- 
tages of retaining the School Boards as 
managers of the schools were so plain 
as to admit of no doubt as to the 
desirability of their being retained. He 
traversed the suggestion that there was 
no interest taken in the election of the 
School Boards. In the counties he was 
acquainted with, great interest was taken 
in the elections, and that was only 
natural, because the persons who sent 
their children to the schools were inter- 
ested in seeing them properly managed. 
The Welsh system afforded a_ clear 
example of subordinate bodies working 
in complete harmony with the higher 
bodies. Every intermediate school in 
Wales was managed on the spot by a 
local committee, which was subordinate, 
in all important matters, to the county 
governing body, but, so far as he knew, 
there were no cases in which friction had 
arisen between the two. The county 
governing bodies dictated the educational 
policy, but the whole of the details of the 
actual working were, and must necessarily 
be, left tothe people on the spot. Un- 
doubtedly the School Attendance Com- 
mittees would have to be got rid of, but 
that was a comparatively small matter, 
and he should support the Amendment. 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) understood that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite did not like to part with the 
School Boards and the School Attendance 
Committees until they knew what were 
to take their place. That matter was 
dealt with in the next Clause, and he 
understood that the First Lord was pre- 
pared to consider Amendments extending 
or modifying that Clause, which, as it 
stood, was undoubtedly somewhat 
sketchy. There was a three-fold object 
in constituting these subordinate bodies: 
first, to relieve the local authority of the 
burden of detail in the management of 
the schools; secondly, to enlist local 
interest by imparting some measure of 
local representation to these Committees ; 
and thirdly, to utilize as far as possible 
the accumulated experience of School 
Boards. The discussion on those points 
ought really to come on Clause 7, and 
he suggested that instead of discussing 
mere hypotheses on the present Clause 
as to the intentions of the Government, 
they should finish with Clause 6, and 
proceed with the Clause which really 
dealt with these matters. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea, 
District) said the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite was correct in his main argu- 
ment, but before the Committee pro- 
ceeded further they ought to know what 
was to be the precise effect of the abolition 
of School Boards. He did not wish to go 
into details with regard to the Welsh 
system ; but nobody had pointed out 
how serious was the disorganisation 


which was about to take place 
in consequence of the passing of 
this Bill. They had, first of all, the 


University of Wales, governed in the last 
resort by the University Court, which 
was partly a nominated and partly a 
representative body. They had besides 
three national colleges and alsoa number 
of secondary schools established under 
the intermediate Act of 1889, besides 
the ordinary public elementary schools 
under the Act of 1870 and the amending 
Acts. He desired to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he had considered the 
|Charter of the three national colleges 
| and the effect of the adoption of Clause 
6 in relation thereto. They were State- 
|aided colleges, but they had also 
attracted a large amount of private 
subscriptions. In the case of the. 
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University College at Aberystwith, the 
governing body was somewhat numerous, 
but it included among the elected 
Governors nominees of the School 
Boards of seven counties in Wales—28 
innumber. What was going to be done, 
supposing Clause 6 passed, in regard to 
the Charter of the University College ? 
With regard to Bangor College, the 
Chairmen of the School Boards in 
North Wales were e” officio members of 
the College Committee, while in regard 
to the University College of South Wales 
and Monmouthshire, no fewer than 48 
members of the Court of Governors 
were elected by the School Boards. It 
was obvious that the effect of the 
abolition of the School Boards would be 
to disorganise the work of these institu- 
tions. The object they had in forming 
those charters, and in anxiously dis- 
cussing the constitution of those govern- 
ing bodies. was to secure that very 
co-ordination which everybody regarded 
as desirable. If this Clause as it stood 
were carried they would have in some way 
to alter the Charters of those colleges, 
and the “‘ommittee had a right to know 
the intentions of the Government in 
the matter. With regard to most of the 
secondary schemes the same principle had 
been carried out. They had endeavoured 
to obtain consideration, not on the 
principle of one authority, but rather by 
securing a thoroughly representative 
element on every body that governel 
education in Wales. Having regard to 
the |irge area involved, viz., thirteen 
counties, he thought he was right to eall 
the attention of the Government to the 
disorganisation that would take place if 
the Clause passed without this :urther 
Amendment. 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said 
he hoped the Amendment would not 
be passed, because the Committee had 
already practically abolished the School 
Board, and to keep the School Board 
alive in its decimated state would not 
only detract from its dignity, but also 
make it almost impossible to get men to 
serve onthe School Boards. Hethought 
the purpose of his hon. friends was to 
provide, as faras possible, for the elective 
principle being applied to the local 
management of education. With that, 
of course. he had the utmost sympathy, 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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and he trusted the proposals which the 
Government had in view would be 
sufficient to carry that out with 
thoroughness. The great necessity for 
that was, not only with the object of 
interesting the parents and those who 
had the control of children in the edueg- 
tion of the district, but also in the 


very large counties and areas in 
particular where it was physically 
impossible for the local education 


authority as at present constituted under 
this Bill, to carry out its work. In the 
West Riding of Yorkshire by the Bill 
they had already wiped out no less 
than 140 School Boards and the work of 
those bodies would have to be under- 
taken by the West Riding County 
Council. That was a large undertaking, 
and it would have to be divided between 
the local education authority and the 
managing committees ; but it had been 
discovered by those interested in the 
management of education in the West 
Riding that it would be almost impossible 
for the local representatives to come from 
the north-west corner of the county to 
attend to the management work in the 
county town of Wakefield, unless they 
were prepared to give up for every meet- 
ing held in Wakefield the night previous 
and the night following the day on 
which the meeting washeld. That wasa 
small matter to those who had the 
time to spare, but he and _ others 
wished to attract not only the men who 
had the time to spare, but also men who 
were busy men, with the interests of 
education at heart. He believed the 
interests of his hon. friends would he 
best served by having the Parish Council 
represented on the local Committee, 
and he hoped the Government would 
see its way to carry that out in the next 
Clause. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said that as this Clause marked the 
final abolition of School Boards, Liberals 
at any rate were entitled to enter a last 
protest. He did not, however, altogether 
appreciate the difficulty of the hon. 
Member for Swansea, because the Clause 
provided for the powers of the Schocl 
Board being transferred to the local 
education authority, and therefore the 
latter body would in future elect re- 
presentatives to the governing bodies as 
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the School Boards had hitherto done. | 
When they got to Clause 7 it would be 
very easy to delete those words. He 
thought that if they allowed this pro- 
posal to pass now their hands would be 
tied. He agreed with what the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon had said about 
the difficulties experienced in counties. 
He knew one county where it would be 
impossible to appoint managers with any 
knowledge and capacity for the work, 
and he thought they ought to have a 
School Board there. 


(3.30.) Str WILLIAM MATHER 
(Lancashire, Rossendale) said that 
after the defeat of his Amendment 


about Schoo! Boards he thought they 
had finished with them altogether, and 
he accepted his defeat in good part. 
But if he understood the Prime Minister 
rightly he now proposed to leave it to 
the Committee, and therefore his hon. 
iriend might have withdrawn his Amend- 
ment in favour of a scheme with an ad 
iw authority to replace the School 
Board in so far as exercising the 
delegated powers of the local education 
authority in connection with the educa- 
tion given in the schools was concerned. 
The Member for Oxford University 
rather confused the minor questions in 
Clause 7 with the larger questions in- 
volved in Clause 6. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I intervened 
to-day because I am extremely anxious 
that no interpretation should be put 
upon my words which might cause 
subsequent disappointment. May I just 
explain again the idea which I previously 
sketched. My hon. friend who has just 
sat down seems to think the body I 
have in view under Clause 7 is the body 
to whom necessarily should be delegated 
the powers of the County Council. That 
isnot so. The education authority must 
remain the education authority for the 
district. Of course it will have power, 
if it chooses to exercise that power, to 
give to managers duties, in fact to dele- 
gite all its duties to them. It can do 
that. I am considering only the ques- 
tion of managers, and | confess I do not 
contemplate, for reasons which I am 
quite ready to develop later, that in any 
of the schools the locally elected repre- 
sentatives should be in a majority. I 
think there are strong reasons why 
they should not be. The idea I had in 
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my mind did not go that length at all. 
What I did have in my mind was that 
there should be a representation on the 
Board ot Management, which was due 
to local election probably by the Parish 
Council, and upon which I think means 
could be devised by which parents should 
have a place. I do not wish to put it 
at all higher than that. It was a 
minority which I contemplated being 
elected. Hon. Members must not carry 
away the idea that I mean a majority of 
locally elected representatives. I want 
to make that point quite clear. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he agreed that village schools not only 
wanted more money, but also better 
management, and that would come by 
the people being kept in touch with the 
school. Everything would depend upon 
the proportion of representation given. 
He gathered that they were not likely to 
get half the number locally elected. 
School Boards were abolished in Clause 
1 and Clause 5, and in the early part of 
this Clause, and now they were pro- 
posing to abolish them once more. Did 
the Committee think it was worth while 
in the small villages to go through all 
the machinery of a contested election for 
the purpose of electing a body to manage 
twenty-five children? He did not think 
the ratepayers of that village would 
thank the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
for such a proposal. At the present 
time they had got at least 2,000 schools 
with less than thirty children, and were 
they to have a triennial election in a 
poverty-stricken area simply for the 
management of one school with twentys 
five children? That was what would 
happen if these words were continued. 
There were no schools worse conducted 
in England and Wales than the small 
village schools, where the attendance wis 
atrociously bad, and so was the equip- 
ment. The case could be well met by 
nomination. At present they had an 
ad hoe body for London and 2,000 school 
managers, not one of whom was directly 
elected, and they conducted their busi- 
ness under a Code submitted by the 
School Board with admirable etticiency. 
He was opposed to retaining microscopic 
ad hoe bodies for the purposes of school 
management because it would inflict 
unnecessary expense, while they could 
get at the same result by other means. 


386 








387 Education {COMMONS} Bill. 388 


Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) said! The hon. Member had attacked the 
that if this Clause passed the system little School Boards in Wales. It was 
of secondary education would be seri- | true that some of them were not efficient, 
ously interfered with. In Devonshire, | but did his hon. friend mean to say that 
for instance, they had twenty-six or| the managers of voluntary schools in 
thirty members on the local governing | those districts did their work better than 
body appointed directly by the School | the little School Boards? His experience 
Boards in the county. He did not know | was that the board schools in the rural 
how it was proposed, in the event of this | districts were healthier, cleaner and 
Clause passing, to remodel the whole | better equipped than the voluntary 
system in Wales. He supported this | schools, and it would interest: his hon. 
Amendment on general grounds, and | friend to know that they paid the 
he took it to be part of the scheme of | teachers better. If an attack was to 
this Bill that the County Council was; be made on the little School Boards, why 
not directly managing any of these | should the voluntary school managers 
schools. If that was so, the Bill contem-| always escape? He hoped the First 
plated the delegation of powers to some Lord of the Treasury would not make 
properly elected body. It was said that up his mind definitely at this point that 
the School Boards in the country dis- the majority of the members of the 
tricts were far too small for efficient Committee of Management must be 
management. That might be so, but | appointed by the education authority. 
surely the same argument would apply | He thought it was much more important 
to the delegation of powers by the local that the majority should be selected by 
education authority to the Parish some body—it might be the Parish 
Council, which would certainly not be Council—who knew the best men in the 
larger than the School Board. If this district. If the County Council had to 
Clause were allowed to stand, subject to select the managers in any district, not 
the Amendment, he failed to see how knowing the men, they must leave it 
the general echeme would be affected | entirely to the caprice or personal pr. 
thereby. It was suggested that they judice of one man who knew the district. 
were perpetuating a body which would He did not think that was desirable. 
be cumbrous and expensive to the, 
electors, but there was no reason why) *Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
the general scheme should be affected | E.) said he should have preferred to say 
by the proposal. |what he had to say in moving the 

rejection of the Clause, but the discus- 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he had a;sion had taken an interesting turn, 
right to complain that the hon. Member! and the scope of the Amendment had 
for Camberwell had not taken the) been largely misinterpreted, and he 
trouble to understand the Amendment. should like to offer one or two words 
The hon. Member said the Amendment’! now. His intention in putting the 
was a proposal to set up a School Board) Amendment on the Paper was purely 
for every district, although the district | negative. He simply wished to preserve 
might only have twenty-five inhabitants. | at this stage freedom of judgment to the 
If he had proposedan Amendment of that House as to the ultimate form of local 
sort it would have been perfectly right | authority which should be subordinated 
to amend it. That was not the to the central authority. It seemed to 
Amendment he proposed. The only him that the words ‘and School Boards 
Amendment he proposed at present and School Attendance Committees shall 
was one which would not prejudice the be abolished in that area,” were un- 
question as to whether under certain necessary, and that the Clause might 
circumstances School Boards should be, very well terminate with the words 
retained as Committees of Management. “whether provided by them or not.” 
His hon. friend chose to make an attack | He protested against the abolition of the 
upon Welsh School Boards. He had School Boards, believing that it was a 
more experience of Wales than the hon. serious blunder to destroy, instead of 
Member, and had therefore more right | develop, «/ hoc authorities for education. 
to speak of Welsh educational matters. But they were placed in the position of 
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doing the best they could with the Bill. 
It was essential that there should be 
some form of local autonomy. He had 
heard with some satisfaction what had 
heen said by the First Lord of the 
Treasury as to the management of 
schools. He would remind the Com- 
mittee that an enormous and important 
alteration had been made in Clause 3 
by the acceptance of the proposal of the 
hon. Member for East Somersetshire. 
By that concession the local authorities 
of a multitude of small areas had been 
given almost complete autonomy as 
regards the provision of education other 
than elementary. He himself regarded 
that concession as imperfect and unsatis- 


factory in some ways. and thought 
some form of co-ordination should 


be provided, although he voted for it 
on the ground of endeavouring to obtain 
so far as he could an equivalent for the 
local autonomy given in the School 
Board. The Bill was a bad Bill, but its 
only merit was the principle, or rather 
the profession, that it would co-ordinate 
all authorities and all schools under a 
central authority. But he held that what 
was done in regard to secondary education 
logically carried with it asa corollary the 
concession of some form of local autonomy 
with regard to elementary education also 
under this Bill. If they could get that 
in the form of an «ad hoc authority it 
would be advisable. 


(4.0.) Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said 
he desired to support the Amendment 
because, as he understood it, it left the 
question of the constitution of the body 
which would manage the schools to the 
final decision of Clause 7. The hon. 
Member for Oxford University asked 
that they should get on to Clause 7 and 
then discuss the question. He should 
be very glad to follow that advice, if the 
First Lord first adopted this Amend- 
ment. He could not agree with the 
attack which had been made by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell upon the 
small Welsh School Boards, and the 
scorn which he poured upon them and 
all their works. It was possible that 
some small School Boards had done bad 
work, but the hon. Member was not 
right in locating them in Wales. He 
could only say that the schoul of the 
small School Boards in Wales had earned 
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a better grant than the voluntary 
schools. In his own county the voluntary 
schools only earned £1 4s. 7d. per child, 
while the School Board schools so much 
derided by the hon. Member for Camber- 
well had earned £1 7s. 8d. per child. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said that this was the last 
opportunity the House of Commons 
would have of making an_ effective 
protest against the abolition of the 
School Boards, and it was right that on 
an occasion of that kind hon. Members, 
whether they had the misfortune to be 
Members for Wales or for England, 
should have the right to press their 
opinions. He thought before this Act 
was consummated they should express 
their gratitude to the men who during the 
past thirty years had rendered such self- 
sacrificing services to education. They 
had done splendid work, which could 
never be obliterated or forgotten in the 
future. When the country was informed 
that it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to obliterate the School Boards there 
was a considerable outcry against it, but 
they were assured that the Members of 
the School Boards would be continued on 
the School Management Committees as 
delegates of the local education authority. 
Oi course that might be done for the 
next year or two, but they were not 
legislating for the next year or two, 
but for a very considerable period, and 
having regard to that, he thought it 
was only right, as his hon. friend 
proposed, that they should make some 
permanent arrangement for the local 
management of the schools, hitherto 
under the management of the School 
Boards. Unless that were done the 
management of those schools, he feared, 
would be hereafter of a thoroughly 
unrepresentative character. Even if a 
certain number of representative persons 
were placed on the Committees, the 
result would be that there would be a 
great diminution in that direct interest 
taken by the members, who heretofore 
had felt a direct responsibility to the 
people in regard to the schools which 
they had managed. They had attained, 
as he understood, the object with which 
the Government set out—viz., to 
prevent overlapping; but if the 
machinery of the School Boards was 
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preserved they should still be able to|to make the change contemplated at 


prevent anything in the shape of 
overlapping. The First Lord had 
expressed some apprehension as to the 
conflict which might arise between the 
members of the School Boards and the 
managers of the local education authority, 
but he could assure the right hon. 


Gentleman that so far as the experience | 


of Welsh intermediate education was 
concerned, there was no such friction. 
The t wo bodies worked together in perfect 
harmony. Although innumerable ques- 
tions constantly arose, these were settled 
without the slightest friction. Some 
hon. gentlemen objected on the score of 
the expense that the elections would 
cause ; but it was idle to suppose that 
by any change of authorities additional 
economy would be attained in the work- 
ing of the schools. Every change of 
this kind resulted, on the other hand, in 
a considerable increase of expense. At 
the same time he entirely agreed with 
what the hon. Member for North Camber- 
well and the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
had said in regard to the desirability of 
retaining the machinery of small School 
Boards ; but what were the Government 
going to do in the case of towns like 
Leeds with a population of 340,000, the 
School Board of which employed 2,000 
teachers, and the value of whose school 
buildings was £2,000,000 sterling. It 
would be absolutely impossible for the 
local education authority to have that 
effective control which was necessary 
over these schools. The result would be 
that the control of the schools would fall 
into the hands of the officials. There 
were limits to human endurance and 
capacity, and the cashiering of large 
numbers of men who had given free 
service to the cause of education—work 
which had been stimulated by the 
countenance of the people, would have 
the worst possible effect on education. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, as this Amendment did not in any 
way prejudge the matter, to keep the 
matter open, so that when Clause 7 was 
reached they might be free to deal with 
the question of management. They 
did not ask for a moment that he 
should apply the same rule to all the 
School Boards, but they said that in 
regard to the large School Boards it 
would be the best educational policy not 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


| present in the Bill. The hon. Member 
for North Camberwell had made an attack 
| upon the small School Boards in Wales, on 
| account of the small attendance in their 
schools ; but the proportion of attendance 


in the School Board schools in Wales 


| was higher than in School Board schools 


in England. It was quite true that the 
proportion of attendance with the 
number on the register was less, but 
that was a very different matter. These 
small School Boards no doubt had their 
defects, in common with the other 
Boards in the country, but these defects 
were not inherent in the Welsh School 
Boards. The National Labour Education 
League, which consisted of representatives 
of the Trades Unions of the country, 
and which was an entirely non-political 
organisation, had issued a manifesto in 
which it was stated that the wage-earners 
found it difficult to follow trom the 
debates that there would be any direct 
representation of the people on the 
new education committees. Under the 
Bill, the manifesto went on to say, it 
would be possible for a Committee to be 
constituted of nominated persons, not 
one of whom would be directly elected 
by the people. As had already been 
pointed out by the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon the responsibility for the 
control of the Schools had, by the 
Bill, been removed as far as possible from 
the electorate. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS | said 
it was perfectly evident that this 
Clause had been framed on the as- 
sumption that Clause 5 would remain 
in the Bill as it had been originally 
drafted. There was a further point. 
Was it not the invariable practice in 
drafting that when a body was destroyed, 
it was necessary to transfer not only 
the duties but the property, rights and 
liabilities of that body to the new body? It 
was very evidentt hat in respect toSchedule 
2, the Bill would have to be remodelled. 
He submitted that under the altered 
circumstances in which the Bill was 
now placed, it would be necessary to 
introduce a new Clause dealing with 
the transference of the rights, property, 
and liabilities of the School Boards. 
If that were so, was it not natural 
and logical that the words should be 


| omitted ? 
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Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


Ropert FIntAy, Inverness Burghs) 
said that Clause 19 would meet the 
hon. Gentleman’s point. It provided 
that the provisions set out in the 
second schedule relating to the trans- 
fer of property and officers, and ad- 
justment should have effect for thie 
purpose of carrying the provisions of 
the Act into effect. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he 
thought Clause 19 was framed in that 
way purposely, on the assumption that the 
first section of Schedule 2 remained 
unaltered, and that the option was 
retained in the Bill. There would be 
no object in putting in a provision 
as to the transference of the powers 
and rights of School Boards into the 
schedule, except to meet that particular 
case. That was why, from a drafting 
standpoint, he submitted that the 
Government might accept the Amend- 
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before the Committee was not the 
proper place in which to make it. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said it 
would be more in accordance with the 
usual practice if the words were omitted 
in the present Clause, and, if necessary, 
inserted in Clause 19. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he did 
not think so. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he 
regretted he could not agree with the 
Attorney General. He desired to associate 
himself with the remarks of the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the hon. Gentleman of the Standing 
Order against repetition. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS said he 
had no intention of transgressing the 
Rule, and would conclude by associating 





ment. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said that some 
alteration in the second schedule would 
be necessary as a result of the changes 
which had been made, but the Clause 


Abrabain, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland- Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’ry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Jos’line FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel Janes Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
dalearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manhe’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnG'r'ld W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn, Sir Mich’] Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthar 

Biz wood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brassey, Albert 


Brookfield, Golonel Montagu 
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Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexan. H. (Shropsh. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A. (Glas. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, $8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddiogton, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Hairy 
Coten, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
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remarks of his hon. 


(4.18.) The Committee divided :— 


Noes, 97. (Division List 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJ (Mane’r 
Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Mieh’] (Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Phil. S. (Warwick.S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Angustus Fred’k 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Haim) 
Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
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Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 
Harrington, Timothy 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S$. 

Hatch, Ernest Fred’k George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset. E. 
Hope,J.F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennaw ay, Rt. Hn. SirJohn H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney, Rt Hn W G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Govern. T. 

M‘Kean, John 
M‘kKillop,James (Stirlingshire) 


Allan, Sir Wm. (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
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M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, N.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn.A.Grah’ m( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. Jno. P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, § South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, —— k (Kilkenny) 
©’ Brien, P. (Ti yperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Fed h Vicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkingtor, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, W alter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
randles, John 8S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Rige, Richard 
Rite shie, Rt Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 


NOES. 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Sir Francis H. (Maidst. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rusherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehous-) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw... 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, C harles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj J E B (Isle of Wight 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfres: 
Smith, JamesPar ker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘ Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, ¢ ‘harles Ernest 
Valeatia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, "Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Welby,Lt.-Cl. A.C. E (Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E(Notts.) 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell. (Bir. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby, de Eresby Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R. } 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wil-on-Todd.Wm. H. (Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgn, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Sir Wiiliam Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merth. Tydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seaie- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
James Alfred 


Jones, David Bryn'r (Swansea 





ee eee 


— 
fe Pr 


en nn ed 


96: 


Tt 


397 Education 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 
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Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
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Thomas, David Alfred (Merth. 
Thomas,J A (Glam’ gan, Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Take, Sir John Batty 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen. 





Mr. LLOYD MORGAN  (Carmar- 
thenshire, W.) said his desire was as 
far as possible to preserve the School 
Boards, provided that the local edu- 
cation authorities were of opinion that 
for the purposes of a managing body 
for the schools the School Board should 
exist through the whole area, or in some 
part of it. He had placed the Amend- 
ment on the Paper because he thought it 
was a pity that these authorities, which 
had done such good work in the past, 
should be abolished. The Amendment 
simply provided that the School Boards 
should continue to exist, as a managing 
body only, if the local education author- 
ities came to the conclusion that, for this 
purpose, it was desirable that they should 
exist. The local education authorities 
would obviously have the fullest knowledge 
of educational affairs in their own par- 
ticular districts, and to him it seemed it 
would be rather hard to say that those 
bodies should not have the power to 
declare that for this very limited purpose 
the School Board in their particular 
istrict should continue to exist. He 
quite agreed that all School Boards 
conld not remain — that many of 
the smaller School Boards must 
go. He only suggested that where the 
local education authorities considered it 
desirable they should continue to manage 
the schools. Hon. Members did not ap- 
preciate the enormous duty the House 
was throwing on the local authorities. 
To place upon them the duty of managing 


ithe educational affairs of a large and 
‘populous county was to cast upon them 
.an enormous task, and it was the duty of 


the House of Commons to consider how 
they could lessen, as far as possible, the 


duty they were casting upon them. It 
was for this reason that he had placed 
the Amendment on the Paper, and he 
hoped when the right hon. Gentleman 
came to reply he would see his way to 
accept it. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 2, line 37, after the word ‘shall,’ to 
insert the words ‘if the local education authority 
so decide.’”—(Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the hon. Member would see that what- 
ever variation there might be between 
the Amendment now proposed and that 
which had just been discussed at such 
length, that variation did not touch the 
arguments which had been addressed to 
the former Amendment, and those argu- 
ments were equally valid against this. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS desired merely 
to illustrate the value of this Amendment, 
which in his opinion ought to be accepted. 
In the county to which he belonged they 
had some very efficient School Boards, 
thoroughly capable of carrying out 
their work ; and even in a small county 
of that kind the mass of work the 
management of the schools would entail 
on the local authorities was enormous. 
As a member of the local authority of 
that county, which would become the 
education authority under the Bill, he 
stood aghast at the work they would 
have to accomplish. All that the Amend- 
ment suggested was that the local 
authority should have the option—no- 
thing more. It would be an immense 
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relief to the local authorities in many | very important one, and nobody could 
districts if they had the power to dele- deny that the education authorities 
gate such of their functions as they would like to have it in their power to 
thought desirable to the School Board. | preserve the School Boards in many 
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which of course would be in strict sub- 
ordination to the local education 
authorities; and it seemed a little hard 
that the local education authorities 


should not have, in the case of the best | 


and most efficient School Boards, the 
power of delegating to those School 
Boards the duties which they believed 
could be more efficiently exercised by 
them. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 


shire, Mid) thought the Amendment 


was important in two respects. In the 
first place it would relieve the local 
education authority from a 
amount of work which would come 


upon them suddenly, and in the second, | 


it would ensure the continuation of | 
those School Boards that ought to be | 
preserved. That was really the test of | 
the value of this Amendment, because | 
nobody could doubt but that in a large 
number of cases the School Boards 
would be preserved. If all School 
Boards were abolished, the result would | 
be that for a time, at any rate, education 
would be in a state of chaos, but if this 
Amendment were accepted, it would 
enable the local authorities to preserve | 
the School Boards, and thus enable them 
to do the great work which would be 
thrust upon them by this Bill. The 
decision of the local authority in these 
matters was not final, so that, in the 
event of their deciding to preserve the 
School Board, it did not necessarily 
mean that the School Board was to 
exist for ever. The Amendment was a | 


great | 


It would be a matter of the greatest cun- | districts under their jurisdiction. 


venience to the large School Boards, | 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Holmfirth) thought the Amend- 
ment a very reasonable and moderate 
one, and if the suggestion of the previous 
speaker were adopted, and the proposal 
limited to a period of, say, three years, 
he failed to see what possible objection 
the Government could have to it. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN looked upon the 
present Amondment as being entirely 
different from the last. Its importance, 
especially in county boroughs, was so 
great, that the Committee ought to be 
careful lest they came to a rash decision. 
The city of Newcastle afforded a good: 
example of the benefits that would be: 
given by this Amendment to large 
towns. Of late years in that city there 
had been an outburst of municipal 
energy, and the powers of the City-Coun- 
cil were taxed to such an extent that it 
was almost impossible to get through 
the work. By this Amendment New- 
castle would be given the option of 
preserving—at any rate for a few years 
—the School Board which had done 
such excellent work in that city, and 
they would be able to carry on the 
schools without disturbing the munici- 
pal life. Moreover, if the operation of 
the Amendment were limited to three 
years, certain complications which must 
be foreseen would be avoided. 


(4.48.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 105; 
Noes, 262. (Division List No. 298.) 





AYES. 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Verbyshire) 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


Mr. Herbert Lewis, 





Craig, Robert Hunter we 
Cremer, William Randal -: i 
Crombie, John William---+} Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb’t John 


Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 
Grittith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon.Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 








Can 
Can 
Cars 
Can 
Cav 
Cay. 
Ceci 
Ceci 
Cha 
Cha 
Cliv 
Coc 





400 


uld 


ties 


ny 


re, 
id- 
ate 
us 
sal 
rs, 
on: 


he: 
ly 
3e,, 
sO 
be 
n. 
rd: 


be: 





401 Education 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJ osephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘kenna, Reginald 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mather, Sir William 
Mellor,Rt. Hon. John William 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aguew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, August’s Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Altred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHin.Gerald W.(Leeds 
janbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwoud, James 

bil, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brovktield, Colonel Montagu 
Srotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ.A(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patricn Geo. Hamilton 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer. Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
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Mr. Lloyd Morgan and Mr. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 








Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 6, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill.” 


(5.5.) Mr. BRYCE said that before 
they parted with this important Clause he 
thought one or two words ought to be 
said upon the position in which they 
were now placed. Obviously this Clause 
placed the local education authority in 
relation with two other authorities, one 
above it and the other below it. The 
authority above it was the Board of 
Education. What were the powers of 
the Board of Education over the local edu- 
cation authority, and how much could the 
local education authority do of itself with 
out being interfered with? Upon that 
subject several questions had been 
addressed to the Government. They had 
had very diffierent views given to the 
Committee upon the position of the 
Board of Education in regard to its 
power over the local authority. The 
Government had never committed them- 
selves to a specific proposition upon this 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 








Mr. Anstruther. 


question but they had made vague 
expressions, and general ideas had been 
thrown out as regarded the change which 
this law made in reference to the Board 
of Education. The First Lord of the 
Treasury said the effect would be to give 
a large measure of decentralisation and 
practically create a large number of local 
boards of education all over the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman certainly con- 
veyed to their minds the impression that 
a great deal of that which had formerly 
been done by the Board of Education 
would in the future be done by the local 
authority. That might be right or 
wrong, although he confessed to having 
a doubt whether the local authority 
would have either the knowledge or the 
zeal of capacity, especially in relation to 
technical education, to fulfil the functions 
which he admitted, notwithstanding a 
certain amount of red tape, on the 
whole, had been carried out to the great 
advantage of the country and with a 
progressive rise in the standard of edu- 
cation. He did not feel so sure that the 
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local authorities would maintain the | 


same standard as the Board of Education. 
The Vice-President of the Council put 
before the Committeeon Monday last quite 
a different view. They gathered from 
him that the Board of Education would 
retain its powers. At any rate his 
view did not agree with the view given 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, except 
upon one point. The Vice-President did 
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either here, or in some other part of the 


| Bill, they were entitled to have a more 
/exact definition of the relative powers 


and duties of the local authorities and 
the Board of Education. There was 
another side which was raised by Clause 6, 


/and that was in regard to the managers. 


convey to the Committee that a good 


deal of the correspondence with the 
managers which had hitherto been carried 


on with the Board of Education would be | 


carried onin future with the 
authorities. They wanted a far more 
precise definition than they had had up 
to now. They knew what position the 


local | 


Here, again, the parallel of the School 
Boards was not a complete parallel. 
The School Boards were practically 
absolute over their managers, and they 
did not need to appoint managers at all 
unless they liked. That was a point of 
the greatest importance. A School 
Board might appoint managers, but 
it was not bound to doso, and it followed 
that all the duties of managers could 


‘have been done by the School Board 


School Boards were in, and they had a | 


pretty definite idea of their functions, 
for they had had thirty-two years, 
experience of them. They did not, how- 
ever, know the position of these local 
authorities. It would take a long time 
to form a regular system, and there 
would be a great deal of friction, trouble 
and loss in regard to the high standard 
maintained by the Board of Education. 
Take the case of inspectors. 
cussion on Monday last it was stated by 
the Government that inspection by the 
Board of Education should continue. 
There was also to be inspection by the 
local authorities, because when an 
Amendment was moved providing power 
to do this, they were told that obviously 
the local authority would have that 
power, and that the Amendment was 
unnecessary. Therefore they were face 
to face with two sets of inspectors, and 
what were to be their relations? Were 
they to divide their functions between 
them. and were the duties to be mapped 
out, one inspector representing the local 
authority and the other the Board of 
Education ; or will they be concurrent 
and be able to cover the same ground ? 
Suppose these inspectors differed in their 
views from the Board of Education, 
would the local authority be entitled 
tocarry out its views against the Board 
of Education, or would it have to give 
way? He gave these as instances of 


itself, which could have dispensed with 
the managers and have managed the 
schools by its own hand. He believed 
also that he was correct in saying that 


_the teachers would all be appointed by 


In the dis- 


the School Board, and although the 
managers would be asked to recommend 
teachers for promotion, the actual 
appointments had to come from the 
School Boards. He was not sure 
whether the practice of all School Boards 
was uniform upon that, but he knew 
that was the case in London. If he 
understood the Bill aright, the local 
authority everywhere had to appoint 
the managers. The School Board could 
dispense with managers altogether. He 
did not think the new education author- 
ity would have the same authority over 
its managers as the School Board had. 
On that point he would be glad to be 
enlightened by the Government. By 
the introduction of the words “and 
be responsible for” a change had been 
made on the Clause, the benefit of 
which he admitted, but it seemed to 
him that they were important words, 
because they threw on the local author- 
ity the responsibility of seeing every- 
where that the schools were properly 
managed. He was not quite certain 
that a change which confined the 
operation of Clause 6 to schools provided 
by the local authority did not make a 


‘similar change necessary in another 


difficulties which might arise. He was | 
aware that they had had no such diffi- | 
| attach to the local authority in respect 
by the School Boards had been a totally | of all schools, whether provided by it or 


culties hitherto, because the inspection 


different kind of thing. He felt that | not. 


He wished to know 


part of the Bill. 
responsibility was to 


whether _ this 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I under- 
stand you, it is so. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was glad to hear 
that. In that case it would be neces- 
sary to introduce parallel words which 
would import the same responsibility 
with regard to the other schools. If 
the right hon. Gentleman could not 
do that at this stage he would not 
press him. It was a matter that must 
be cleared up. The Committee under- 
stood that the Amendment which 
was accepted would apply to all 
schools. It must have been intended 
to cover all -chools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was not 
quite sure that he understood the right 
hon. Gentleman. There had been no 
alteration of the substance of the Clause 
at all in the respect which the right hon. 
Gentleman had alludedto. The Govern- 
ment accepted an Amendment of a 
drafting character in order to make 
the Clause clearer. Hon. Members 
thought that while it gave absolute 
control over secondary education in 
schools not provided by the local 
authority, there was certain security 
wanted in regard to other schools. The 
Clause as it now stood seemed to him to 
be quite unambiguous, because it gave 
absolute contro) over secular instruction 
in all schools, provided or not provided 
by the local authority. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was glad to hear 
that statement, but it was still far from 
clear what the relation of the local 
authority would be to the managers of 
the schools. It might be said that this 
question belonged rather to the next 
Clause than to the one the hon. Gentle- 
men were now discussing, but he thought 
it worth mentioning at this stage that 
they were not at all satisfied with the 
next Clause, in which he thought it 
would be necessary to insert a further 
definition 
local authority to the managers was to 
be. He thought, therefore, it would be 
very desirable that it should be made 


perfectly clear that the managers were | 


to occupy towards the local authority 
the same position as the managers had 
hitherto occupied with regard to the 
School Board, namely, that they were to 
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‘be the mere local agents of the local 
authority. It was far from clear what 
was to be the financial control of the 
local authority over the managers, and 
he thought an additional provision was 
required in order to make quite clear 
what financial control the local authority 
ought to possess. ° 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
contemplated, as the result of the Bill, 
no absolute or uniform system through- 
out the country. It was quite possible 
that the relations between Whitehall and 
one local authority might be quite differ. 
ent from the relations between Whitehall 
and another local authority; and he 
equally contemplated the possibility that 
the arrangement which one local 
authority chose to effect between itself 
and the managers of its schools might 
be quite different in different places. Of 
course, they could not ask the State to 
spend large sums of money over educa- 
tion and not give it any control at all 
over the manner in which those sums 
were spent ; but that did not necessarily 
mean, and would not mean in practice, 
that constant and minute discussion 
about buildings and the general goings 
onin each school which, it was alleged, 
had taken place to an excessive degree 
in the past. The relation between 
Whitehall and the individual schools 
would practically cease, and for it would 
be substituted the relation between 
Whitehall and the new _ education 
authority ; and he imagined that the 
relation between those two bodies would 
be largely in the nature of consultation 
and advice. This elasticity of arrange- 
ment he regarded not as a defect, but as 
one of the great merits of the Bill. Ex- 
perience would show which was the best 
plan, and although that plan would not 
be a pattern to be invariably followed in 
the case of each locality, still it would be 

something far superior to anything now 
in existence. 


of what the relation of the | 


(5.30.) Mr. ALFRED HUTTON 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) said that in 
the elasticity which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had promised, they had in some 
respects that for which they had been 
looking for along time. By the method 
| of inspection to be adopted, the Depart- 


| ment would prevent the falling behind of 
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any large number of schools from the 
minimum standard. The right hon. 
Gentleman thought it entirely un- 
necessary to incorporate the code of 
regulationsin the Clause. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman’s confidence in the 
future would be amply justified. He 
wanted to put a point to the right hon. 
Gentleman. In his district they had, be- 
vond elementary education, certain inter- 
mediate schools, higher grade schools, and 
the new schools—so-called higher elemen- 
tary schools, as well as science and art 
classes. Now, those schools earned their 
grants from the Department in respect 
of particular work which was done within 
a certain narrow limit. He was not 
using that expression as a criticism of 
the education which was given in them. 
His point was, whether the elasticity 
which the First Lord of the Treasury 
said was to be given to the new educa- 
tion authorities, would enable them to 
enlarge the scope of the intermediate 
classes or not ? 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir JouHn Gorst, Cambridge 
University) said he did not understand 
the point. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he 
would try to make his point clearer. 
The higher elementary schools were 
very distinctly science schools. 


Sr JOHN GORST: No; they are 
not. 


Mr. ALFRED !HUTTON: There is 
a teaching of science in the majority of 
them. 


Sirk JOHN GORST: The amount of 
science taught in the higher elementary 
schools is part of the general education, 
and is not specialised. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that 
the schools might be good or not, but 
they knew that these schools were carried 
on under this particular Minute of the 
Board of Education. Now, supposing 
the local education authority carried 
on those schools, would they be able, 
under some scheme of their own, to 


receive grants for schools that would, 


have rather a wider scope than elemen-, 
tary schools? ~ 
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Sir JOHN GORST: That depends on 


the Code. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said that the 
whole point was that the Code limited 
the grants to children under fifteen 
years of age. What he was calling 
attention to was the intermediate class 
of schools, in which the children were 
from fourteen to sixteen years of age, 
and who were not going to carry on 
their education until they were eighteen 
or nineteen vears of age. 


Sik JOHN GORST said that they 
could not carry on under the Code, 
because the Code only applied to children 
under fifteen years of age. If the 
County Council carried on the children 
over fifteen years of age, they would be 
children attending secondary schools. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said his point 
was that the County Council education 
authorities ought to have some power 
of extending the kind of education to 
which he had referred to children 
attending the higher grade schools, with- 
out bringing them into the category of 
secondary schools. 


Sir JOHN GORST said that the local 
authority had the most ample power to 
establish any kind of school it liked. 
But the elasticity would not go so far as 
the payment over of money voted by 
this House to elementary schools. 


*Mr. CHANNING said if no one else 
challenged a division against this Clause 
he would do so. His objection was three- 
fold. He challenged the Clause as a 
matter of principle. This Clause transferr- 
ed to an indirect, irresponsible, and remote 
authority the powers and duties hitherto 
exercised by the directly elected, directly 


responsible, and practically unfettered 
‘ authority 


—~the School Board. But, 
further, the Clause, taken in connection 
with the rest of the Bill, was vague and 
indefinite and ineffective ; and, finally, the 
powers handed over had been so deliber- 
ately restricted that they did not con- 
stitute an authority which would have 
either the responsibility or the duties or 
the initiative of the present School Board 
system. He wished to enter a final pro- 
test against the abandonment of the 
He did not defend the 
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existence of the village School Boards as 
a matter of principle. But he wished to 
say that he knew that many of them had 
been doing excellent work, and had helped 
to raise the level of education. It was an 
absurd incongruity to place them on the 
same footing as the School Boards 
of London and other large towns. The 
policy of this Bill was reckless and suicidal 
in throwing aside the principle of the ad 
hoe authority in the conduct of educa- 
tion. Anyone who looked at the history 


of education in this country would | 
the unlimited | 


recognise that it was 
powers which had been given to the 
School l’oards in these great towns 
which had lifted the population out of the 
Slough of Despond and from the horrible 
degradation and ignorance in which 
the nation then lay, and had _ ren- 
dered possible the present state of 
educational efficiency. It was necessary 
to develop the School Board system and 
to co-ordinate it on bolder lines, and to 
build up a true structure of national edu- 
cation, as had been made possible in 
Scotland by the School Boards. The 
blame for the failure to work this out, 
the natural and logical system of national 
education, rested on both parties. Liberal 
leaders had failed in the courage and 
initiative to face and solve this problem 
and to remove the obvious defects of the 
Act of 1870. The policy of the other 
side had been uniform and persistent in 
thwarting and paralysing the growth of 
the School Boards. This Bill was the 
final stage in a long war against this, the 
only effective instrument for raising the 
standard of education. By Minutes, by 
grants, by Act after Act, they had done 
their best to weaken, instead of to expand, 
the national system, in order to bolster 
up the voluntary schools. The Arch- 


bishop of Canterbury had said that the | 


School Board system was a magnificent 
system, which had done a wonderful 
work for the education of the people, and 
had also stimulated the education given 
in the Church schools. But that gave 
the real clue to the hatred with which 
the Boards were assailed. They had 
exasperated the subscribers to the volun- 
tary schools. Canon Bury. a distin- 
guished ecclesiastic of his country, and 
one of the ablest educationists in the 
country. declared some years ago that 
whenever the voluntary system had 


Mr. Channing. 
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| managed to exclude the School Board 
system in towns, education had been 
starved and kept at a low level, and 
added that “the country would be 
-advanced in no slight degree if the 
Voluntary system were superseded b 
some such system as the Board. Now, 
were they going by this Bill to give 
| anything like a proper and a reasonable 
substitute for that system? They were 
doing nothing of the kind. They were 
giving no real equivalent of the School 
Board. They were substituting not a 
real living authority, but a non-repre- 
sentative authority, an irresponsible 
| committee, for the objects of the clerical 
cliques who wished to destroy the 
Boards. The country knew, and would 
know more clearly, how the interests of 
the people were being sacrificed to hand 
over to the monopoly of the clerics 
and their friends the whole future 
of education. By this Bill they were 
not even creating a duty on the 
part of the local education authority of 
making a similar provision for educa- 
tion as was given by the Bill o: 1870. 
To take some of the worst results 
of the Bill, the substitution of a re- 
mote and indirect authority for the 
directly elected School Board had the 
result of banishing the _ representa- 
tives of labour from the management of 
the schools. Under the new Bill, it was 
impossible for them to participate in the 
real and effective control of the education 
of the country. Working men could 
not be members of County Councils, or 
have any real initiative. That was one 
of the cardinal evils of the Bill, and 
doubly a misfortune, because there had 
been a remarkable growth of interest 
among the ablest of the working classes 
in education. The co-operative societies 
and the trades unions in great industrial 
districts such as he represented had 
expressed their condemnation of the 
| Bill on the very ground that  repre- 
sentatives of the working men were 
excluded from real work of educatior by 
the Bill. The schools would now be 
handed over to superior persons and 
_ ecclesiastics, and the working men of the 
' country, who sent their children to these 
‘schools, were banished from it. It was 
|a misfortune, too, that this scheme 
| banished women, whose work in educa- 
| tion had been so helpful and noble, from all 


| 
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real power and initiative. In future they | 


could only share in the minor details of 
local management. This was not an 
endeavour to improve the education of 
the country, but an attempt on the 
part of the Government to enable the 
ecclesiastics to monopolise the education 
of the country. He condemned the 
Clause as he condemned the Bill. If he 
and others tried to piece together out of 
this general wreckage some fragments of 


machinery to carry on in some way the | 


work of education of the people, they 
knew they were losing the best, and 
could only be patching the second or 
third best, or rather the worst, system 
they could have. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he 


sympathised with all that had been | sHocated to one County Council was 


aid, but he would not make any further 
protest for the retention of the School 
Board; he would simply devote his 
remarks to the particular question of 
the Clause. He desired some further 
information from the Government, be- 
jore the Clause was got rid of, as to the 
rdationship that existed between the 
Board of Education and the local 
authority. On that question the Bill 
was silent. ‘They were conversant with 
the position between the School Boards 
and the Board of Education, but they 
were left entirely in the dark as to the 
relationship between the Department 
and the new authorities. It had been 
explained by the right hon. Gentleman 
that the chief object of the Clause was 
toallow greater elasticity in the working 
of the whole system, and certainly the 
Bill should be made as elastic as possible ; 
but what he wanted to know was what 
th: Department were doing in order to 
xrew up the local authorities to the 
highest standard. The code of regula- 
tions would, they knew, be dealt with, 
in the future as inthe past, by White- 
hall; and further, the power of inspection 
would remain as at present. He did 
not know how it would work, but he 
was glad to hear that the power of 
inspection was to be retained by White- 
hall. But even in regard to that matter 
they were slightly in the dark. Were 


the Board of Education to be a sort of | 
appeal court, to which these people had | 


aright to go: or would they have the 
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power of making periodical examina. 
tions? Were the periodical examinations. 


they had now to continue? Were the 


Board of Education in London still to 
overlook the elementary education of 
the country? If they were, so much 
the better ; if they were not, he supposed 
the Board would be put into motion by 
somebody from the district, and would 
come in as a superior controlling inspec- 
tion Board, over the inspection held by 
the local body. Another question he 
desired to ask was, whether’ the 
Board of Education would be com- 
pelled to give to the local education 


authorities their properly allocated pro- 


portion of the Exchequer grant. A con- 
siderable amount of money was granted 
by the Exchequer to the Board of 
Education, and supposing the amount 


£100,060 could that County Council 
make a demand for the money which 
the Board of Education would not be 
able to refuse ? 


Sir JOHN GORST said the Exchequer 
money was distributed in accordance 
with the number of children in the 
elementary schools, provided the schools 
were efticient. The amount received 


,would be governed by the numbers of 


the children and their efficiency. 


Mr. SAMUEI. EVANS _ expressed 
his gratification at having elicited that 
statement, because in the Bill it was 
not quite clear whether the Board 
of Education would not have the 
power to stop the grant. So the Board 
of Education would be able to see 
for themselves whether those schools 
were efficient. His desire was that the 
control of the Board of Education should 
be kept to the full, not for the purpose 
of throwing red tape round the local 
authority, but in order to bring the 
authorities up to a proper standard. 
Although the local authorities were alive 
to the necessity of having efficient schools 
in their own district, they were not so 


alive to the necessity as they should he, 


and therefore he would like to see full 
control retained by the Board of Educa- 
tion. 


*(6.0.) Mk. GEORGE WHITE (Nor- 
folk, N.W.) said as one who had had 
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thirty years experience of School Board 
education, he could not part with 
an old friend without saying a 
few words. In the large towns there 
was a consensus of opinion in favour of 
the character of the work the School 
Board System had accomplished. They 
found these towns in a state of great edu- 
cational deficiency and they set to work to 
remedy that deficiency, and had brought 
them toa position of efficiency which no 
man on either side of the House 
disputed for a moment. When the Bill 
.of 1870 was introduced by Mr. Forster, 
whatever else he believed in with regard 
to education he had the conviction that 
‘tthe School Board system would ulti- 
mately overspread the land. Mr. Forster 
was not prepared to upset the existing 
system but he felt he was establishing a 
system more in consonance with English 
ideas. No doubt Mr. Forster’s ideas 
would have become established, had the 
‘two systems been allowed to work side 
by side, without favouritism being shown 
‘to the denominational schools. But 
during recent years certain favour had 
been shewn to the denominational schools, 
in order to bring them into line 
with the board school, which enabled 
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them to maintain their position apart | 


from the board schools. If the two 
systems were to be maintained, nothing 
could be said on the matter, but the 
increased funds being given in the way 
they were given to the denominational 
schools was absoiutely unfair to the 
School Board schools, and there was a 
very great feeling against these schools 
being managed in this way. There was 
a very strong opinion that the proper 
way to extend the education of this 
to extend it by that 


country was 
means which had been successful in 
the past, and not that which had 


not, and to upset an existing institu- 
tion | e the School Board without a 
strong expression of opinion from the 
people of the country would be a most 
unpopular step to take. In the mind of 
the country there was no fault to be 
found with the School Board system. 
There were objections to the rates by 
which the system was carried out, but | 
not to the system itself, and with regard | 
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who disapproved of the rate for the 
School Boards, or who would vote for 
their abolition. Why should these bodies 
be abolished 2? They had carried out the 
purpose for which they were established, 
and in accordance with the natural law 
of progress they had endeavoured to 
keep pace with the demand for education 
along the line of what was called second. 
ary education. Instead of abolishing 
the School Boards a much simpler plan 
would be to enlarge the system in 
areas where the small School Boards had 
failed to do their duty in the way large 
School Boards had ; even then it might 


not be a success in all! cases, because 
the success of these small School 
Boards largely depended on their 


getting a Chairman of intelligence, and 
where that had been done they had done 
equally good work as the large School 
Boards. Why should this great system 
be abolished simply because some of the 
small School Boards had failed in their 
duty? After thirty years experience, 
gained by great cost and great labour 
they were to be swept away, and their 
experience in a vast number of cases 
would never be utilised. The result 
would be that all they had learned in this 
work of thirty years would be brushed 
aside because a demand had been made 


| by the ecclesiastical party for a larger 


share in the control of the schools. This 
step was not approved by the country, 
and in his opinion a great mistake had 
been made. What had been the work in 


'many districts where School Boards did 


not exist ? In Chatham, as he was told 
by the oldest denominationalist in the 


place, there was no public elementary 


school where a boy might qualify to enter 


'the naval service, and if he desired to 
|enter the navy he had to qualify ina 
‘neighbouring town. 
' districts in the country which were known 


There were other 
to be educationally behind because 
they had not the benefit of School 
Board work. No one could deny 
that the School Board system had lived 
down any early opposition there might 
have been, otherwise it could not have 


‘done the work it had done, and com- 


pelled the managers of the denomina- 
tional schools to do something to keep 
in some manner abreast of it. Yet this 


-to those objections he could conceive no | system was to be thrown on one side 


section of the people, except those wedded | and for no reason. 


All that it had done 


:to the denominational school system, | proved the justification for its existence, 


Mr. George White. 
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and no reason had been given for its 
abolition during the whole of the debate 
except the way in which County Councils 
and Borough Councils had disposed of 
their money for the purposes of technical 
education. There was no difficulty in 
the School Boards working with the 
County Councils, and the new system 
could have been grafted on to the School 
Boards in such a way that they would 
have been able to co-ordinate the whole 
system of education. He failed to see 
how the co-ordination of education was 
to be accomplished by the new system, 
and thought by abolishing the School 
Board system they abandoned the only 
hope of ever doing so. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
sid this Clause was destroying the Bill ; 
it was destroying the old system, which 
had done good work, for a new authority 
which had not any of the powers or the 
means of performing the great work 
it was expected to undertake. Whatever 
ese the School Board system might be, 
it had the direct support of the people, 
it brought home to everyone called upon 
to serve on a School Board his respon- 
sbility for the education of his locality, 
and it gave every ratepayer of the district 
the control of the educational system 
under which his child was being 
educated. They were losing that direct 
popular control by the people of a 
locality over the education in that 
beality, which in the past had produced 
sh advantageous results. By the 
abolition of School Boards in the large 
boroughs they were sweeping away a 
mass of accumulated experience which 

it would be absolutely impossible to 

replace by a stroke of the pen, and 
education in some of the most progres- 
ive districts of the country might be 
very gravely affected. Personally, he 
deeply regretted that women were 


iltogether excluded from the education 
authority. They might be placed 
upon the subordinate bodies — the 


Committee or the Board of managers— 
but they were absolutely excluded from 
amy position in the chief authority. 
The majority of the school children 
ifthe country were girls, the majority | 
of the teachers were women; and when | 
they remembered the invaluable services | 
which women had rendered on the | 
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School Boards, and the utter impossibility, 
from the nature of the case, of men 
bringing to bear the precise qualities of 
knowledge and sympathy which belonged 
to women by virtue of their sex, it could 
not but be admitted that a grave penalty 
would be paid if women were excluded 
from the position they had hitherto 
occupied in our educational system. He 
hoped there was something to be said on 
the other side, and that something would 
be gained from the change. The change 
was not one which they on that side of 
the House would have made. They 
undoubtedly would have extended the 
direct popular authority of which they 
had had experience, with which they 
were not dissatisfied, and which had 
been of such inestimable benefit to edu- 
cation. But they were not in power, 
and some of them were glad :he new 
authority would be universal, and the 
foundation of a national system would 
thus be laid, which he hoped might in 
time be made as effective and satisfactory 
as every member of the Committee 
desired it to be. Moreover, while the 
old authority dealt with only one class of 
school, the new authority would deal 
with all classes, and that would be a 
certain compensation. Above all, by this 
new authority they would be able to 
bring into immediate and vital relation 
the various kinds of education through- 
out the country. He might appear 
to be leaning too strongly towards 
the new authority, but he felt that 
there were great possibilities with 
the system if only the country and 
Parliament would see that they were 
developed. The municipal authority, as 
such, was more powerful than any ad hoc 
authority could be. It was part of the 
whole structure of our political and social 
life, and carried with it the prestige and 
— which belonged to a body which 
ad to deal, not with education alone, 
but with the numberless material 
interests of the people, and whose 
powers and responsibilities were being 
daily added to. The municipal authori- 
ties were a great and growing power 
in political and social lite, and he was 
glad that into their hands was being 
placed the vital question of education, 
which needed the greatest power that 
could be put behind it. He was inclined 
to think that hon. Gentlemen, who were 
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so solicitous for the continued vitality 
of that part of our educational system 
which rested upon denominational 
distinctions, might findin the future that 
they had made for tnemselves a master 
which they were unable to control. 
Absolute justice should be done to the 
denominational schools and the interests 
they represented, but there was some- 
thing which stood above the interests even 
of denominations, and that was the in- 
terest of the country as a whole, and the 
authority which rightly belonged to the 
representatives of the peoplein regard to 
spending the people’s money. But if this 
new authority was to do the best work, 
it would have to receive greater 
powers than were given under the 
Bill. The municipal authority must 
be a real authority, and have the 
powers which would enable it effectively 
to discharge the important duties that 
were to be imposed upon it. He did 
not think that under the Bill the 
municipal authority had a fair chance. 
and it was the duty of the Committee 
to see that full and adequate powers 
were given. 


* Tue CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 
Member that he was going beyond the 
question before the Committee. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT said he would not 
further pursue that point. When Parlia- 
ment was making these great changes 
they ought to take care to give the 
new authorities adequate powers, and 
impose upon them at least as full a 
range of duties as were imposed upon 
the School Boards. He wished to 
point out that they did not impose upon 
this new authority the obligation to pro. 
vide in all cases for an adequate supply 
of school places, and in all these things 
they should give the authority adequate 
power, and impose upon them full duties 
so as to enable them to discharge the 
functions which were now being imposed 
upon them. 


(6.33.) THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 
Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): I rise 
to appeal to the Committee to come 
now to a decision upon this Clause. 
It has been debated at very con- 
siderable length, and | think every- 
thing has been said that can be said by 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite and the Govern. 
ment upon all parts of this Clause 
Therefore, I respectfully ask the Com. 
mittee to allow us to proceed to a 
division now and dispose of this Clause. 


LorpD EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
it was not at all an unusual thing for 
those who took a strong view upon this 
subject to desire to say a few words jn 
singing their swan song in regard to this 
Clause. Perhaps he might be allowed to 
say what he had to say without any 
suspicion of a desire to prolong this 
discussion. He was not one of those who 
considered it necessary to believe that 
education was going to be affected in g 
retrograde sense by the proposals con- 
tained in this Clause, but what he did 
say was that they were entitled, whatever 
their opinions might be, to point out 
upon this important Clause that there 
was an essential distinction between the 
position of the large towns and the 
country districts. The hon. Member for 
North- West Norfolk spoke almost in tones 
of emotion in regard to the disappearance 
of that great and important body which 
had done so much excellent educational 
work in his constituency. He very largely 
shared those feelings in regard to large 
towns. The essential distinction between 
the two positions was that this Clause 
was mainly a work of destruction in 
regard tothe large towns; in regard 
to the rural districts this Clause was 
mainly a work of construction. That 
was an extremely important issue, 
and he was rather sorry that the 
right hon. Gentleman should appear to 
think that they were unduly trespassing 
upon the time of the House by desiring 
to place on record their opinion that 
this Bill would have been a better Bill 

it had drawn a broader and clearer 
distinction between the School Boards in 
large towns and those in the country 
districts outside large towns. There 
was a School Board in the Forest 
of Dean which undoubtedly re 
sembled the School Boards in large 
towns, although this was an exceptional 
case. Admitting as he did that there 
was a very great deal to be said pro and 
con upon this important question, he 
believed that the County Councils of 
England, although they had not 
identified themselves with the attack 
made upon the School Boards, now that 
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Parliament was going to place important | authority. The municipalities of our great 
duties upon them, would do their best to; boroughs were not wanting in public 
rise to the level of the great opportunity | spirit. He did not think the Government 
that was cast upon them. Their task realised even now the extreme detail and 
would be an exceedingly difficult one, and | the stupendousness of the work they 
he ws not inclined to be alarmed at the, were directing the municipalities to 
action of some County Councils, because | undertake. In Liverpool, for instance, 
clerks of County Councils were a very | they were asking the Municipal Council 
prudent and circumspect body of men, | to take over the management of the educa- 
and were over prone to desire to have a! tion of 100,000 children, the control of 
very large mass of work suddenly thrown | 3,000 teachers in 400 school departments, 
upon their shoulders. He believed that | and entailing an expenditure of half-a- 
the County Councils would do their | million of money every year. He believed 
best in this matter and that they would | they would all do their best, but the 
be successful. He was not urging this) work was so great and minute in its 
view because of the success of the County | detail that it would be impossible for 








Councils in regard to technical education, 
of which they had heard so much. The 
reason he held this view was on account 
of the success of the County Councils in 
regard to their administrative work 
generally. In regard to a body which had 
shown its fitness in regard to the ordinary 
administration of the country, and had 
used its powers largely and efficiently, 


why were they to suppose that this| that members of the 


elected body would fall suddenly short of 
the great opportunity given to them in 
regard to education. He believed they 
would seek to take advantage of the 
experience of former members of the 
School Board where they existed, and 
would try to find a place for them on 
the Councils. For those reasons he was | 
not prepared to vote against this Clause. | 
He did not think any complaint could | 
be made of the discussion which had 
taken place upon this Clause in trying | 
to place their reasons for interfering | 
with School Boards of large towns. | 
That had been the burden of their com- | 
plaint, and the same arguments applied | 
in great cities and scattered populations | 
near large towns. Those were the! 


reasons which he desired to respectfully | 


place before the Committee, and he| 
hoped and believed that while a great | 
‘isaster had taken place by the destruc- | 
tion of the School Boards in large towns, 
the County Councils would rise to the 
level of the great opportunity in regard 
to education which was going to be cast 
upon them. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said that as 
far as the great boroughs were con- 
cerned he should have been glad if the 
Government had retained the ad hoc 
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them to look after it properly, and the 
work he feared would fall back into the 
| hands of the officials. He believed that 
| the destruction of the School Boards in 
| the great towns was the greatest educa- 
‘tional leap in the dark which had yet 
‘been taken. As to the administrative 
'county he confessed to great anxiety. 
| He could not shut his eyes to the fact 
administrative 
county were not so keen about a generous 
education of the working classes. No 
doubt things were different in Wiltshire, 
represented by the noble Lord, but he 
recollected that when they got the 
whisky money there was a proposal to 
spend half of it upon a lunatic asylum. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: 
The proposal was not adopted. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said that was 
quite true, but the proposal was brought 
forward, and it could not be said that 
the administrative counties were very 
keen upon this matter. They were 
keen about technical education of 
an agricultural character when pro- 
vided by money which they did not 
themselves contribute. What he was 
afraid of was that, unless they super- 
imposed from Whitehall a rigid stan- 
dard to which these people must come 
up, it would be disastrous to the 
children in the villages. Their honest 
conviction being that education would 
take the people off the land, what could 
be expected? An agriculturist once 
said— 

‘*We are doing too much for the children. 
All that we should teach them is to fear God, 


honour the King, and touch their hat to the 
squire.” 


R 
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That was the agricultural idea of edu- 
cation. 
moment that it was at all general. He 
was anxious to secure that, however 
much elasticity, however much local 
agricultural colour they might desire to 
give to the education of these children, 
Whitehall 
relaxed, and that these new authorities 


in the counties should be compelled to | 
' education 


come up to the standard of the Educa- 


tion Department as the School Boards | 


had done in the past. 


Sir WILLIAM MATHER said the 


House should endeavour to make the, 


Government feel how serious was the 
situation created by the extinction of the 
School Boards. He wished his hon. 
friends who had been so eloquent during 
the last two hours had taken the pains 
to express their views when there were 
Amendments before the Committee 
having for their object the retention 
of the School Boards. On this side 
of the House they regretted for 
practical reasons the 
the School Boards. He did not think 
the Government quite recognised what 
they had to replace in abolishing the 
School Boards. In some 220 or 230 
large districts, with populations of over 
20,000 persons, where School Boards 
now obtained, there were some 2,500 
persons controlling the elementary edu- 
eation in those areas. He desired to 
impress on the First Lord of the 
Treasury that they who had all along 
resented the} abolition of School Boards 
were bound to demand that in Clauses 
7 and 8 the Government should pro- 
vide an educational power equal in 
efficiency, experience, ardour, and 
earnestness to that represented by 
these 2,500 members of School Boards 
now displaced, and to take care that 
the elementary education should be 
conducted as efficiently as it had 
been under the School Boards. 


*Mr. HELME (Lancaster) said the 


powers to be transferred to the new 
education authority under Clause 6 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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He did not suggest for a, 


inspection should not be) 
ferred to the new authority in order 


abolition of | 
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would not give that authority all 
the powers which were enjoyed by 
the School Board. There were powers 
exercised by the School Board other 
than those contained in the Education 
Acts. For instance, there were the 
powers under the Canal Boat Act, and 
he thought these also should be trang. 


that the scope of the action of the 
authority in the future 
should be as full as that of the School 
Board in the past. He heped the 
central authority would have its hands 
strengthened, so that in those districts 
where the standard was not up to what 
was generally desired by the Board of 
Education, there should be full power 
to compel the local authorities to bring 
up their educational provision as to 
supply of efficient and suitable public 
school accommodation to the standard 
necessary from a_ national point of 
view ; as the Bill stood they need only 
provide that which in their own opinion 
might be necessary. A mandamus to 
compel, as proposed, was a poor substi- 
tute for the powers now enjoyed. 
Reference had been made to the 
willingness of the Lancashire County 
Council to undertake the work to 
be placed upon it by the Bill. He 
pointed out that while expressing 
general willingness to undertake the 
work, it had passed a resolution (alter- 
ing a recommendation of Special Com- 
mittee, that the Ratepayers should have 
proper representation) and demanding 
that this be ‘subject as regards schools 
not vested in the local educational au- 
thority, to the ratepayers having {full 
control over expenditure on maintenance 
and the secular instruction to be given.” 
They could not be too careful in seeing 
that the intention of the House at 
the present time as to secular control 
of all schools in that respect was not 
jeopardised. 


(7.0.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 287; 
Noes, 102. (Division List No. 299.) 


AYES. 

Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Ambrose, Robert 

| Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Age-Gardner, James Tynte | Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


| Arro , Sir William 

| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy: 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 

| Bain Colonel James Robert 
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Baird, John George Alexander | Foster,SirMichael(Lo nd. Univ. 


Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Maneh’r 
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| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
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| Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Gibbs, HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. 


M‘Cann, James 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’k. | M‘Govern, T. 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | M‘Kean, John 

Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. | Gore,Hn.G. RCOrn.sby-(Salop | M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


ss Frederick George 
Beach, 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

ill, Charles 

Blzndell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bo-cawen, Arthur Griftith- 


tt. Hon. Sir Mic. Hicks | Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’ry 
| Greene,SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 


| Grenfell, William Henry 
| Gretton, John 

| Greville, Hon. Ronald 

| Groves, James Grimble 


Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn | Gunter, Sir Robert 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, $8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. Aust. (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Capt. Perey A. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Dickenson, Robert Edmond 
Dieckson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doogan, P. C. 


Dorington, Rt. Hon.Sir John E. | 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford.Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. a 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Fdward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletener, Kt. Hoo. Sir Henry 
Flower,. Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 


| Hamilton,Kt Hn LdG. (Midd’x 
| Hamilton, Marq. of (London’y 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Harrington, Timothy 

| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


| Hatch,Ernest FrederickGeorge | 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heaton, John Henniker 

| Henderson, Sir Alexander 

| Hermon-Hodye, Sir Robert T. 

| Higginbottom, S. W. 

| Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 

| Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shef'ld, Brightside 

| Hornby, Sir William Henry 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 

| Hoult, Joseph 

| Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 

| Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 

| Hudson, George Bickersteth 

| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

| Jeffreys,Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 

| Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 

| Keswick, William 

| Kimber, Henry 

| Knowles, Lees 

| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 

| Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 

| Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’h 
Lawson, John Graot 
Leamy, Edmund 

| Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 

Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

| Leveson-Gower, Fred’k N.S. 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 

| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Lowe, Francis William 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Exkdale) 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 

| Lundon, W. 





Macartney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

| MaePDonvell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John Throgmort’n 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
| Milvain, Thomas 
| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J Scot: (Hants 
| Mooney, Jolin J. 
| More, R bt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’w 
| Morgan, Hon F. (Monm’th-h. 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. Grah. (Bute 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdiyate, Francis Alexander 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
| O'Malley, William 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
| Perey, Earl 
| Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Rich’rd 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Walter R. 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 
, Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Randles, John 8. 

tankin. Sir James 

Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalyb’dge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
folleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf. Univ. 


Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) | Thornton, Percy M. 


Seely, Ma. J.E. B(Isleof Wight 
Seton- Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Svdney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth. R. Leicester 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Clause 7 :— 





Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffi’ld 


| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R, (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


NOES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
mt Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Kt. Hon. John William 
Morgan,.J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henr 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, Robert John 
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Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R ) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks, 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart. 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-uin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Roert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- ( Hastings 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George ( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
John Wilson, (Durham). 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was per- 





Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH moved 
that progress be reported. This was 
he said, a very important Clause, 
and it being now quarter-past seven, it 
would be impossible that any progress 
could be made with the debate upon it 
before the adjournment for the dinner- 
hour. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” — 
(Mr. Ellis Griffith.) 





fectly true that they could not hope to 
make very much progress with the 
debate before the Adjournment. He had 
been pressed earlier in the afternoon 
on certain important subjects which 
were germane to this Clause, and he 
had endeavoured to foreshadow some 
points which he thought might com- 
mend themselves to the Committee. 
They would not alter the spirit of the 
Clause, but make more detailed pro- 
visions than were contained in the Bill 
at present. He though, that the best 
course to adopt would be to _ put 
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thee Amendments on the Paper.| asylum was about £90,000. These 
The Amendments did not depart| grants were given under the Local 


from the spirit or general principle; Government Act, and were provided 
of the Clause, though the wording was /| ut of the probate duty. Certain sums 
largely modified. He would put these | were allocated to England, Ireland, and 
Amendments on the Paper that evening | | Scotland, and the section which this 
in order that Members might have time | Bill sought to amend had reference to 
to consider them. The Amendments | the portion of this probate money which 
would raise the question of management, | was allocated to Scotland. A similar 
and would make it unnecessary to dis-| | Bill for England had already dealt with 








cuss the subject on any other Clause. | 


The Bill would not be taken into con- | 


sideration again until next Monday. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


| 

| 
again upon Monday next. 
| 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT (No, 2) BILL. 


debate on Question [7th April], “ That | 


the Bill be now read a second time.’ | 
| 


Question again proposed. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | 
complained of the manner in which the | 
Government tried to force this Bill | 
through on every occasion when they | 
had a few minutes to spare. This was 
not the first occasion on which it had | 
been attempted to be done, and, consider- 
ing the few Scotch Bills which were | 
brought before the House, he thought 
it was most unfair. Of course, if it 
was brought forward because the 
Government wished to fill up five | 
minutes by talking upon the Bill, that | 
could be done, but it was not the way 
to get through the business of the | 
House. This Bill proposed to make a| 
very important change in one of the | 
principal Clauses of the Local Govern- | 
ment Act for Scotland. It was a 
most difficult thing to remember the) 
particulars of all these Bills when one | 
was called upon to discuss them with- | 
out notice, but there were two sections 
of the Local Government Act which it 
was proposed to alter by this Bill. 
The Local Government Act dealt with 
certain grants which were to be given 
to the lunatic asylums, and there was 
another grant which he believed was a 
medical grant. The medical grant was 
£20,000, and that for the lunatic 





| the English money. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the debate stood adjourned. Debate to 
be resumed this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


| OPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
; | BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO RAIL- 
Order read, for resuming adjourned | 


WAY BILL [Lorps] (By ORDER). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
o That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.’ 


* (9.0.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shore- 
ditch, Hoxton) said the House would expect 
from him a statement of the reason why 
| he opposed the Second Reading of this 
Bill, the object of which was to extend 


| the time by two years for the purchase 


of land and completion of the works. 
He would ask, in the first instance, this 
question of those who were in charge of 
this Bill, whether the property was still 
in the hands of the Official Receiver in 
| Bankruptey. This railway was one of 
many paper railways which they had 
in the metropolis. It had already placed 
four Acts of Parliament on the 
Statute-book, and this was the fifth 
Bill presented to this House by the 
promoters. Although the line was 
authorised in 1893 the railway had not 
yet beenopenedtothe public. Thisrailway 
was financed, engineered, and constructed 
by contractors for whom the London 
and Globe Company were responsible, a 
company which was now hopelessly 
bankrupt. They had been told that a 
considerable part of the line had already 
been constructed, but he would like to 
point out, in the first instance, that the 
tunnel through which this line passed 
was of a very small size, and it could not 
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possibly carry the traffic which its mono-| be that the company would be tied 
polyshouldcall upon it to carry. Speaking hand and foot, and that it would be 
on behalf of many Londoners interested | unable to carry out that object. The 
in this matter, he urged that they were|true object of this Bill was not to 
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entitled to know whether the line was to 
be under the direct control of Mr. 
Yerkes, the promoter of many derelict 
tube schemes in the Metropolis. This 
was a question of some importance, 
owing to the fact of the connection 
of that gentleman with the District 
Railway Company. It was no doubt 
possible, indeed it was extremely probable, 
that this line would join up with the 
District Railway at Charing Cross, or 
some other derelict railway on that 
route. If they authorised the construc- 
tion of this line it would be used as an 
ally of the District Railway, to divert 


traffic from its natural course on the | 


District Railway. Before the House con- 
sented to the Second Reading of this 


Bill surely they were entitled to have | 


some definite and final statement from 
the promoters. The promoters of this 
line promised as long ago as 1894 that 
the line should be made, but it still 
remained a paper line. To those who 
had examined the question it appeared 
to be only one of the bases of the 
American schemes which were largely 
connected with speculative operations on 
the London Stock Exchange. If this 
House sanctioned this proposal, it would 
deprive for a number of years a large 
portion of the Metropolis of the advan- 
tage of rapid means of communication, 
and would thus inflict a serious blow at 
many of those attempts which were 
made by municipal authorities and others 
to deal with those social evils under 
which the vast industrial population of 
London suffered. The more the proposals 
in this Bill were considered, the more 
clear it became that the policy contained 
in it might be summarised by saying 
that the object was to bring afloat 
the speculative operations of stocks 
of discredited steam railways, and 
to divert from its 


natural course 
traffic which should relieve the con- 
gested districts of the Metropolis. 


The intention of Parliament in creating 
a comprehensive scheme for the treat- 
ment of underground railways was that 
they should be thoroughly useful tu the 
public, and that there should be com- 
petition, but the effect of this Bill would 


Mr. Claude Hay. 


serve London, but to serve the District 
Railway, and it was therefore for that 
|reason that he suggested they should 
insist on having from the promoters of 
the Bill some definite assurance that 
| they would work in harmony with other 
| tube railways, whether promoted by them 
'or by their antagonists, so that there 
| might be rapid and cheap communication 
| afforded to all dwellers in the Metropolis. 
Amendment proposed— 


**To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words, ‘ upon 
this day three months.’” —(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
'‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said although he 
was in favour of all competition, and 
of as large an increase of tube rail- 
ways as possible, and recognised the 
enormous importance and benefit that 
tube railways would confer on districts 
through which they would go, yet there 
were two or three points worthy of con- 
‘sideration before the House agreed to 
the Second Reading of this Bill. This 
Bill was part of a system of railways 
lor tubes which was to circulate 
‘throughout London. The promoters 
| had no doubt followed out the recom- 
/mendations of the Joint Committee 
| that tube railways should be constructed 
on a system for the whole of London. 
| Those who had followed the evidence 
| before that Committee would realise 
| the importance of that recommendation, 
| because the frequent trains that would 
‘run along the electric railways would 
have to be dealt with so that junctions 
'might be formed at the different 
‘suburbs. Unfortunately this group of 
railways had to a _ certain extent 
amalgamated, but it had only made 
itself into a system for feeding the 
future electrified railway of the present 
District Railway. It utterly failed to 
do that which every tube railway 
system must undertake to do, and 
‘that was to do its share to relieve 
‘the great pressure of the over-popula- 
tion and crowding of the great district 
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inthe East End of London. Thissystem; Mr. SPEAKER: It might be if new 
of railways did not touch the East powers were asked for. It is quite 
End of London except on the fringe. ‘competent for the House to say that it 
The promoters, in the paper which | declines to grant new powers, but it would 
they had issued that morning, sug-| be unfair to the promoters of this par- 
gested that the Whitechapel Stepney | ticular Bill to allow irrelevant arguments 
and Bow Line carried out that idea. |to be introduced upon it because the 
That might be so, but it must be) House desired to raise a general discussion 
remembered that the traffic on this part | 0? other Bills. 
was already very heavy, and those who | Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I 
were acquainted with the East End of quite understand your point, Sir, but Ido 
London knew that the traffic was such | not wish to allude to any of the other 
that it could not possibly carry any Bills except those that are promoted by 
more. Therefore the fact remained | the syndicate which is promoting this one. 
that this Bill would not be in any way a Afterall, this syndicate is to work in con- 
relief to the East End of London. | junction with otherrailways. I will merely 
|say that this is part of a system of tube 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I | railways which fail to do anything for the 
understand that the hon. Member is| East End of London, and therefore it 
dealing with the Baker Street and | Ought not to be considered as part of a 
Waterloo Railway Company. Ido not Complete system. Consequently I do 
see how that affects the East End of | 2°t think the House ought to sanction it. 
London. Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
-ham): On a point of order, Sir, may I 
ask how it is possible for a railway 
which runs from Waterloo Road to 
Baker Street to do anything for the 
East End of London 4 


Mr. SPEAKER: [ have already pointed 
out that this Bill is merely one extending 
, — the powers already granted. 

Mr. SPEAKER: This Bill does not 
ask for new powers to make any new) Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I will 


line. It only asks for further borrowing | merely say that, in my opinion, this House 
ought not to concede any extension of 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: 
It is part of the system which leads 
up to this particular line. It has been 
urged by the promoters that this line 
supplies the East Ene of London. [am 
arguing that it does not. 


powers. I do not see how the hon. | a | 
Member’s observations are in order powers to this Company, it is contrary to 
upon it, | the recommendations of the Joint Com- 


mittee of last year, which was that any 
railway sanctioned should be part of a 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): There system for the whole of London. 


are a great number of Bills on the 
Paper dealing with the subject of tube 
railways. Would it not be possible on 
one of these Bills to raise something in , 
the nature of a general discussion ? 10. 


AYES. 


(9.18.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 300.) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allan, Sir William (Gateshead 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Ba!four, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 





Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Ajlen 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 





Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dzlany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
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Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Devison (York) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Field, William 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flynn, Janes Christopher 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hogy, Lindsay 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Ambrose, Robert 

Bull, William James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Brompton and Piccadilly 
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Lee,ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. in. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lowther, RtHn J W(Cum. Penr 
Luadon, W 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinbr’ghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jas yer(Shropshire) 
Seseen, Acthertl A .{Ounsieed 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


NOES. 
Flower, Ernest 
Harrington, Timothy 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Morgan, Dav. J. (Walthamst. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


a line from 


Circus Railway Bill. 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge), 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F, L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Stevenson. Francis S. 
Stroyan, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. } 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Toulmin, George 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. 
Herbert Robertson. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Mr. Claude Hay and Mr. 
Warner. 


South Kensington Station 





Bill read a Second Time, and com- 
mitted. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY (NEW LINES, etc.) BILL 
[Lorps] (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he begged to 
move the Bill be read the second time that 
day three months. It proposedtoconstruct 





by Brompton Road and Knightsbridge 
to Piccadilly Cireus; but it should not 
have the assent of the House because it 
did not conform to the rules laid down 
by the Joint Committee as to the 
manner in which tube lines should be 
constructed. In 1889, the Company 
obtained authority to connect the line 
with the contemplated deep-level line of 
the District Railway, but the connecting 
line had never been made; and the 
Company had now passed into the 
absolute control of the District Railway 
Company, which notoriously used the 
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proposed line asa block line to prevent | tube line might be doubtful. But the 
the construction of any other railway | promoters of the line had _ selected : 
down Piccadilly. It was remarkable if perhaps the most profitable route for 
the promoters had any intention of | locumotion in the world, and it was 
building the line that land had not been | only reasonable that if they received so 
purchased for a station in, or near, | valuable a concession it should be as 
Piccadilly Circus. The finance of the compensation for making a line in 
Company was mysteriously connected | the outlying districts, in which 
with Mr. Yerkes’s promotion companies, | time was required in order to build 
which might be described as further, up a profitable business. The line 
increasing profit companies. Though | would obtain some of its custom by 
it was alleged that a contract had | drawing traffic away from existing rail- 
been entered into for the construc-| way, tramway, and omnibus companies, 
tion of the line, there was no satis-| but it would do nothing to shift the 





factory proof that any such contract 
was binding, and it was singular 
that the contract, though promised, had 
never been produced. The more he 
looked into the proposals of the Bill, 
the more he was convinced that it 
was not designed with a view to the 
growth or the welfare of London. The 
history of the District Railway and 
the South Eastern and Chatham Rail- 
way showed that it was false to argue 
that a desire for high dividends would 
keep the company true to the interests 
of the public. The proposed line was 
intended to serve the interests of the 
District Railway and not the interests of 


the public ; and the House ought not to. 


give Second Reading to this and similar 
Bills without receiving from the pro- 
moters undertakings that the finance 
was sound; that the works would be 
completed without delay ; that the com- 
pany would work in harmony, not only 
with the District Railway, but with all 
other tube railways, to provide a 
through route and an adequate service of 
workmen’s trains, and that the pro- 
moters would not oppose any other tube 
railway which hereafter might come to 
Parliament for powers. That might 
appear a strong demand to make, 
but it was justified by the history 
of railways in the Metropolis. If 
they looked at the District Railway, 
the Thames Steamboat Company, which 
were hindrances, instead of helps, to 
London locomotion, they could not be 
too careful in arranging beforehand the 
terms on which locomotion enterprises 
should be established. Tube railways 
could not now be regarded as new 
enterprises, or as involving any con- 
siderable risk ; 
populated suburb, the prospects of a 


although in a thinly | 


population from crowded centres to 
‘thinly populated suburbs, which were 
| badly in need of increased transit 
| facilities. The Company asked for powers 
to obtain the cream of underground 
| traffic in London, without conforming 
to the principle laid down by the Joint 
|Committee. Any hon. Member who 
| read the newspapers would have observed 
during the last day or two mystic 
phrases and vague assurances from the 
|Chairman of the District Railway, but 
/nothing definite was said as to what 
| the intentions of the Company were as 
'regards the very serious problem of 
London locomotion, or that there was 
any intention on the part of the District 
Railway and its allies, of adhering to 
the principles and conditions Parlia- 
ment had decided upon in _ respect 
to Tube Railways. On the other 
hand, they had categorical statements as 
to what would be done by others who 
were seeking similar powers. ‘Therefore, 
he felt that it was neither wise nor 
proper for Parliament to give a blank 
cheque to the hon. Member for the Louth 
Division of Lincolnshire, who was con- 
cerned in the promotion of the Bill. 
Before they passed the Second Reading 
/they were entitled to know what he 
and his brother promoters were prepared 
to do if Parliament conferred on them 
the magnificent advantage of construct- 
ing a tube railway through the most 
profitable part of London. He would 
| protest against the Second Reading of 
the Bill unless assurances were given 
which would satisfy those who had the 
best interests of London at heart. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
| end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
| this day three months.’”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 
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Question proposed, “That the word| *Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER said he 
*now’ stand part of the Question. | submitted to the ruling of the Chair, 
,although the omission of the last two 
Mr. MELLOR(Yorkshire,W.R., Sower- | lines vitiated the principle which he 
by) said he hoped that the House in this | wished to bring before the House. He 
and the other cases would decline to go would not press the Instruction now, 
into these details. It seemed to him an |} but would bring it forward after the 
absolute waste of time. The House had Second Reading of one of the other 
an effective system of investigating such | Bills. 
matters, and he did not think their time | 


ought to be taken up with a long string 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


of details of which they could know, 


nothing, and on which they were asked 
to decide upon er parte statements. This 
Bill had been examined by a Committee 
of the House of Lords, and they had 
passed the Bill. 


He suggested that. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON AND HAMP. 
“STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 anv No. 3) 


| BILL [LorpDs] (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second reading read. 


the House of Commons should now | 


send the 


these details and take evidence. He 
therefore hoped the House would 
decline to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. MILVAIN (Hampstead) said he 
assumed that there would be a general 
argument on the group of tube railways 
now before the House. As the representa- 
tive of the Borough of Hampstead—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! No 
doubt the question as to whether the 
House ought, on general grounds, to 
give powers to any Company pro- 
posing additional tube railways in 
London was before the House, but the 
hon. Member would not be at liberty 
to discuss the merits of the particular 
Bills which follow the Bill now under 
discussion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- | 


shire, Chippenham) said that as the House 
had passed the Second Reading of the 
Bill, he should like to move the Instruc- 
tion which stood in his name. 


Bill to a similar Committee | 
of their own, who could go into all | 


* (9.50.) Mr. CLAUDE HAY said 
he had on the Paper a Motion of 
a similar character to that which 
he had moved in respect of the pre- 
vious Bill. The present Bill was to 
construct a line which was authorised in 
1893, and was another of the derelicts 
of Mr. Yerkes, in respect of which no 
less than six Acts of Parliament had 
been passed, but nothing had been 
done towards constructing the railway. 
Therefore he felt he had some justifica- 
tion in saying that Parliament should 
ponder before giving a Second Reading to 
the Bill. Surely, sufficient time had 
elapsed since 1893 to enable the persons 
who had obtained the powers to con- 
struct the railway. Last year there wasa 
Bill to extend the route to Victoria. 
Such an extension to Victoria would add 
enormously to the advantage of this line, 
and that that valuable extension should 
| have been cut off was another illustra- 
tion of the disadvantage of allowing any 
steam railway to have control of any of 
these tube railways. He believed the 
line was proposed, not with any view of 
‘constructing it, but in order to occupy 
| the route, and thus prevent others from 
| constructing a tube to the advantage of 
| London as a whole. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: The Instruction as it | Bill read a second time and committed. 
stands on the Paper is not in order. It | 


is in order down to and including the | ” — BITRTON AN 
words ‘“ underground railways,” and | CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAND: 


STEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) BILL. 


the hon Member can move that portion 
of it. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 








*M 
agail 
toth 
reast 
was 
of tk 
decic 
in t 
it w 
railv 
prolc 
Cros 
come 
a he 
rout 
unde 
This 
facili 
the | 
Was | 
catio 
worl 
thro 
Parli 
Read 
If th 
aml 
Lonc 
them 
appe 
serio 
the | 
work 
consi 


*§ 
he w 
line, 
Bill | 
passe 
from 
was | 
Ciret 
consi 
from 
Bill 
Lord 
it w 
this | 
It w: 
shou 
be tl 
irres 
mak 
were 





IP. 
, 3) 





441 Great Northern and 


GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that as he had 
again a Motion on the Paper with regard 
to this Bill, he thought he ought to give his 
reasons for putting it forward. Immunity 
was asked for in this case from the bulk 
of the regulations which Parliament had 
decided to impose on tubular railways 
in the Metropolis, on the ground that 
it was a prolongation of an existing 
railway terminus, indeed that it was the 
prolongation of Finsbury Park and King’s 
Cross Stations. He felt that the time had 
come to recognise the gravity of having 
a hotchpotch of clauses, regulations, 
routes and management as regarded the 
underground locomotion of London. 
This Bill was ostensibly designed to give 
facilities for the population served by 
the Great Northern system, but there 
was no proper interchange of communi- 
cation, and they had no guarantee that 
workmen’s tickets would be given at 
through fares. They must insist that 
Parliament should pass the Second 
Reading of the Bill with its eyes open. 
If they authorised a line which created 
a muddle in the underground system of 
London, the blame would be put on 
them and not on the promoters. He 
appealed to the House to recognise the 
seriousness of the proposals contained in 
the Bill, and to see that the interests of 
workmen using this line were adequately 
considered. 


*Sir. J. DICKSON-POYNDER said 
he wished to raise a question as to this 
line, which had reference also to the 
Bill just considered. If these Bills were 
passed, there would be a through route 
from Brompton to Finsbury Park. There 
was already a Brompton and Piccadilly 
Cireus Act; then there was the Bill 
considered just now, projecting a line 
from Piccadilly to Holborn, and that 
Bill was assented to by the House of 
Lords on the distinct understanding that 
it was to be run in connection with 
this Great Northern and Strand Railway. 
It was very important that a regulation 
should be laid down that there should 
be through fares for this through route, 
Irrespective of how many Bills went to 
make up the system. At present there 
were three distinct groups of fares, and 
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the fare for the through journey from 
Brompton to Finsbury Park might come 
to 8d. because in the Great Northern 
and Strand Railway Bill no provision 
at all for workmen’s fares was made, so 
that it was possible that ld. a mile 
might be charged. This was the reason 
why he had placed an Instruction on 
the Paper similar to that which he had 
put down in reference to the Baker- 
street and Waterloo Railway Bill. He 
knew that the matter was extremely 
difficult, and could only be properly 
discussed upstairs; but he thought the 
House would agree that these Bills 
which went to make up a through 
route should be brought before the 
notice of one and the same Committee, 
so that they should not be dealt with 
in a piecemeal fashion but as an entire 
system. He hoped that when he moved 
it the House would agree to the first 
part of his Instruction. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER $ssug- 
gested that the hon. Member should move 
so much of his Instruction as was in order 
on each Bill, and by that means draw the 
attention of the Committee tothe ques- 
tion. He hoped, however, the House 
would have an assurance from the pro- 
moters of these lines that there would 
be no trouble on the score of workmen’s 
fares. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) said 
the point raised by his hon. frieud the 
Member for the Chippenham Division 
was very important, and he hoped that 
it met with the sympathy, not only of 
the House, but also of the Board of Trade. 
It was most important, when there was a 
group of railways like this with a 
through route, that there should be, if 
te a joint consideration of them. 
Subject to what the Speaker might say, 
he submitted that it was in order so far 
to refer to this matter as to say that, if 
it was beyond the power of Parliament 
to make these three sets of promoters 
put their heads together and arrive at 
some arrangement, then the only way in 
which they could bring the promoters to 
their senses would be by voting against 
the second reading, which no one desired 
to do. 

* Mr. SPEAKER said that it was obvi- 
ously beyond the powers of the Com- 
mittee to compel the promoters of this 
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Bill and the promoters of two other | 
Bills to put their heads together and 
make an agreement, and therefore an 
Instruction ordering them to do so was 
clearly out of order. 


{COMMONS} Railways Bill. 444 


LONDON UNITED ELECTRIC RAIL. 
WAYS BILL [Lorps] (BY ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
| “That the Bill be now read a second 
Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea)trusted | time.” 
the House would give this particular Bill 
a Second Reading, and also support the; (10.15.) Mr. BANBURY, in moving 
Instruction of the hon. Member for the|that the Bill be read a_ second 
Chippenham Division. Hefurther hoped|time this day three months, said 
thatthe promoters wouldobviatetheneces-| that he did so, not on account of 
sity for a division by promptly accepting any detail that could be conveniently 
such an Instruction. ;considered in Committee, or out of 
|any disrespect for the decision of the 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) said | House of Lords, but because he 
he was desired by the promoters of this| believed the Bill to be wrong in 
Bill to say that they would not have the | principle. The Bill was practically 


slightest objection to the Instruction, and | the same in principle as the Piccadilly, 
would be glad that it should pass and | City, and North-East London Bill, and 
be considered by the Committee. One | he would suggest that if the House took 
reason why a uniform system of rates had | the discussion on these two Bills — 
not this session been proposed was that the | It would Save time, and then i the 
District Railway, with which these | Present Bill was approved, he would not 
tubular railways had interchanging ove his Motion on the other. These 
stations, was hedged about at present | W° Bills were practically one under- 
by various agreements with neighbour- | taking, extending over about twenty miles. 
ing companies, although not to the | F ifteen miles of the scheme were in 
extent the hon. Member for Shoreditch | com petition with existing railways per! 
had represented ; and this railway, | with railways which had been sanctioned 
which would be worked by electric | PY the House. _About four miles, —_ 
traction in eighteen months time, Clapham Junction to the Marble Arch, 





would be obliged, in accordance with 
an undertaking given to Lord Ribbles- 
dale’s Committee, to come for a complete 
revision of their fares. The probability 
was that that Company would have one 
uniform rate over the whole of their 
railway, and as they would have to 
subject their rates to the scrutiny of 
a Committee next session, the promoters 
of these tubular railways had not thought 
it necessary to propose now a general 
unification of rates. But they would 
be glad to accept the Instruction. 


Bill read a second time, 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Great Northern 
and Strand Railway Bill [Lords] to 
insert, so far as practicable, in the Bill 
provisions to carry out the recom- 
mendations as to workmen’s trains and 
fares contained in the Report of the 
Joint Committee of Session 1901 on 
Underground Railways. — (Sir John 
Dickson-Poynder.) 

Mr. Speaker, 


/were not open tothat objection; but 
the main object of the line was to run in 
competition with the Brompton and 
Piccadilly, the District, the North 
| London, and the Great Eastern systems. 
'The Brompton and Piccadilly line was a 
tube railway; this Bill proposed to put 
underneath this tube railway another 
tube railway, so that they would have 
four tubes together, two above the 
other. Tube railways had caused great 
annoyance to the frontagers on the line 
of route. The vibration had been great, 
‘and damage to property had been 
' caused; but if the House sanctioned the 
| placing of fourtube lines in close proximity, 
‘it was evident that the dangers from 
| vibration would be increased. Thus two 
‘tube lines were to compete against each 
other, and the system was to be parallel 
| with the District Railway. For the last 
twenty years the District Railway had 
| paid no dividend to the ordinary or pre- 
ference shareholders, and with great 
difficulty it had raised the money to 
electrify its system. It stood to reason 
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that when this railway was electrified, it 
would be better for the travelling public | 
than to descend a considerable distance 
underground and proceed by tube. (Cries 


of “No, no.”] It was evident that that | 


would be so. 
was fair to the shareholders of the 
District Company to allow a competing 
scheme, unless it could be shown that 


they had infringed the powers granted | 


to them, or did not meet the demands of 
the public. 


of the public, and there was no hurry 
for this scheme. 


of the system carried out before they 
sanctioned this competing scheme. 
same argument applied 
of the other railways. 


combined, and any advantage gained by | 
the public during the quarrel was lost. | 
In the case of companies struggling for | « 
an existence, it was impossible for them | 


to give those facilities which they would 
be in a position to provide if they had 
sufficient capital at their disposal. 
Large sums of money had been lost in 
this way. He agreed that the more 
they encouraged money to be invested 
in this country instead of going abroad 
the better it was for all classes. [An 
Hon. Member: Hear, hear!] Under 
the scheme it was proposed to raise 
£16,000,000, and he pointed out that 
the Central London Company paid only 
a dividend of 4 per cent. and the South 
London Company 2? per cent. How 
could it be expected that a railway 
which was to be constructed at this 
cost, open to competition over fifteen 


miles of its system, could pay a dividend | 


when theCentral London system, tapping 
the traffic on the finest route, and open to 
little competition, could only pay 4 per 
cent. ? 


{16 JuLy 1902} 


He did not think that it | 


At present the company | 
was doing its best to meet the demands | 


It would be better to | 
wait until they saw the electrification | 


The | 
to the case) 
He denied that | 
competition of this kind really meant a | 
benefit to the public ; it meant rather ruin | 
to the competing companies, whoin the end | 


In the ordinary course of events | 
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| money. Messrs. Morgan had been an 
extremely successful firm, and _ people 
were apt to say that because they had 
| been successful in the past they would 
be successful in the future. He remem- 
bered that there was what was called a 
|railway mania in 1847. George Hud- 
son, a very great man in his time, pro 
jected an enormous number of railways, 
| but he was before his time, and he 
believed that Messrs. Morgan were a 
little before their time now. He con- 
tended that the necessity for these rail- 
ways had not been shown, that this 
system of competition was wrong, and 
that if these lines were constructed the 
only result would be a great loss of 
money to the people of this country, 
without any benefit to the public. 


| 


| 


Amendment Proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
*_(Mr. Banbury.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word 
now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said that 
he had listened with the utmost 
care to the speech of his hon. friend the 
Member for Peckham, and he had been 
unable to discover from the speech any 
proof that this Bill violated any frag- 
mentary or microscopic principle of 
legislation, unless, indeed, his hon. friend 
was prepared to ask the House to declare 
as a principle that there must not be 
two competing modes of locomotion on 
the same route. That was a principle 
the House never had affirmed, and it 
seemed to him that it would be a disas- 

_trous thing for the travelling public if 
such a principle were affirmed now. All 
the matters that his hon. friend had 
referred to were matters of detail, and 
| he hoped the House would not waste its 
| time in the discussion of details, but 
_would send the Bill to the Committee 
upstairs. 


| this day three months.’ 


he did not believe the necessary capital | 


would be found; but in the present 
case there was no doubt that it would 
be found, because the undertaking was 
being financed by Messrs. Morgan. He 
did not suppose that they were going to 
find all the capital themselves. They 
would, no doubt, come to the English 
public to assist them in finding the 


Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): Said 
he was deeply interested in this Bill. 
He sincerely trusted that this measure 
would be given a fair chance, and that 
the project of a railway which would 
run from Hammersmith to Piccadilly 
would pass. He complained that the 
District Company had not done anything 
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to meet the wants of the public. They 
had, indeed, recently proposed to reduce 
their fares on certain routes, but where 
there was no competition they did not | 
do so. When the promoters of this | 
scheme came forward and offered to 
make an efficient railway from Hammer- 
smith to Piccadilly, he, as one interested 
in Hammersmith, welcomed the proposal | 
gladly. The Company would court any | 
re-examination of this scheme, but they | 
protested against the interests of a com- | 
pany, which had been blocking the way | 
for the last forty years being allowed | 
to stand in the way. A suggestion had | 
been made that this new line was being | 
run entirely by American capital, but | 
that suggestion came with very bad | 
grace from those who were interested | 
in the District Railway. The London | 
United Tramway Company had shown | 
that they could serve the public well, 
and it had been said by a very high 
authority indeed that this company had 
shown the way by which the housing 
problem could be solved. The Great 
Eastern Railway had largely reduced 
their fares, with the result that the 
East End of London had considerably 
benefited. If a cheap service of fares, 
such as that the London United Electric 
Railways Company guaranteed in their 
Bill could be secured, it seemed to him 
that it would be a great benefit to the 
West End of London. He trusted the 
House would deal out to this company 
the treatment which they had dealt out 
to others, and allow the Bill to be read 
a second time. 





*(10.40.) Mr. JOHN BURNS said the 
hon. Member for York had asked whether 
this particular Bill violated any Parlia- 
mentary principle. Judging this Bill 
by the view which Parliament had 
hitherto taken of railway schemes, it 
did violate a sound Parliamentary prin- 
ciple. On what lines had Parliament 
hitherto proceeded whether’ with 
tramways, underground railways, or 
the great trunk lines? Parliament had 
definitely laid down that certain areas 
of territory should be handed over to 
certain companies for exploitation by 
themselves, and in too many cases to 
the inconvenience of the general public. 
He was sorry that railway companies 
had too frequently abused this rule and | 


Mr. Bull. 


{COMMONS} 
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privilege, and, except in instances where 
they had been threatened with rival 
companies and substantial competition, 
they had not shown that facility to put 
their house in order which he should 
have liked to have seen. This, however, 
would happen, so long as _ private enter- 
prise was allowed in transit schemes. But 
they could have within a limited area, 
and particularly in a large city, too much 
competition of the same kind. He would 
illustrate by another argument. The law 
provided that a municipality had no 
right to promote a tramway within the 
same area as a company, and speaking 
broadly and generally, that rule operated 
to the advantage of the pioneer company 
which was compelled to sell out to the 
municipality in the event of the com- 
pany not serving that particular area as 
prescribed by Parliament, and _inter- 
preted by locality. In this case 
they were not dealing with the competi- 
tion of a rival company against the South 
Eastern or North Western or the London 


'and Brighton Railways, in which the 


vast as to permit of 
They were 


areas were so 
effective competition. 


‘dealing with an entirely different state 


of things, namely, needless competition 


in a congested and limited area. The 
Metropolitan and _ District Railway 
had not served London as it should 


have done. This, however, was mainly 
due to the fact that Parliament 
had been influenced too much by the 
railway interests, particularly in London. 
He was not anxious to acd to the num- 
ber of British railway directors, whether 
they happened to be Yerkes or Morgans, 
from Canada or America, but he was 
anxious to be fair to existing companies. 
In this case there was in existence 4 
company to which this right had been 
accorded, and though the right had not 
been so well used as it might have been, 
an improvement kad been insisted on 
and the company had been given the 
power of electrification. He thought that 
Parliament ought to wait until this 
work was completed. Competition was 
proposed which could only be detri- 
mental both to the Metropolitan and the 
Pierpont Morgan railways, and ul 
timately to the public. Parliament 
would, if it were wise, impose on the 
District and Metropolitan and Central 


London Railways the necessity of 
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unifying their schemes, electrifying the 
whole, aud giving London a co-ordinated 
system, using existing railways as a 
nucleus, and not introducing a third 
competitor, which would not give the 
public that advantage which the 
existing railway could and_ should 
by Parliament be made to do. Of 
the twenty-six electric and tube Bills 
introduced this session the House of 
Lords Committees and the House of 
Commons Committees had only allowed 
eleven to get through. The others had 
been abandoned or rejected because, like 
this bill, they duplicated existing routes, 
were financially unsound, or, generally 
speaking, subjected London to physical 
disturbance and vibration to which it 
ought not to be subjected. He believed 
that in rejecting many of the schemes 
the Committees had on the whole 
acted wisely, but why they should 
reject the Central London Railway 
Scheme, and at the same time admit 
the new schemes under Bills 6 and 8 
he could not for the life of him 
understand. He objected to Bills 6 ands 
because there was a duplication where 
it was not needed. He believed the 
Americanline engineered by Mr. Pierpont 
Morgan was unnecessary,for this reason: 
that it gave competition where it was not 
needed. The other day Parliament had 
before it a mono-rail scheme from London 
to Brighton. The London, Brighton and 
South Coast Railway Company success- 
fully opposed that scheme because it 
would have created needless competition, 
and Parliament endorsed that view. 
The American scheme was for a line to 
tun from Hammersmith to the City and 
on to Palmer's Green. There were 
already two lines from Hammersmith to 
the City, and the only reason for the 
third was that it was promoted bya 
wealthy syndicate which intended to 
dominate London transit. They had no 
guarantee that the American line 
would be carried on to Palmer’s Green, 
but they had pledges from the Metro- 
politan and the District Companies that 
they would improve the service as a 
whole, apart from profitable sections. 
He did not attach too much importance 


to the concessions made by the 
Pierpont Morgan syndicate with 


respect to East-End districts, workmen’s 
trains, and so forth. The ease 


{16 JuLy 1902} 


with | 
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which they had yielded was suspicious, 
and covered other intentions not yet 
disclosed. He agreed with the- hon. 
Member for Peckham that this rail- 
way would cause needless competition. 
He believed also the scheme was 
financially unsound, that the Ameri- 
can financiers, with the facility for 
which they were distinguished, would 
eventually unload, and that the British 
investor would have to stand the loss. 
He wanted to put this to the House— 
What if these three American syndicates 
made up their differences and amal- 
gamated and took all these lines into 
their hands? The travelling public 
would be completely at their mercy. 
He objected altogether to Parliament’s 
giving power to these syndicates to 
dominate a great part of the traffic 
of London. He had a further objec- 
tion, and that was that through this 
system they would have introduced 
a condition of log-rolling and lobbying 
greater than existed now. He regarded 
the scheme from every point of view as 
likely to lead to a competition which 
would be wasteful, dangerous and extra- 
vagant. For these and other reasons he 
trusted the House of Commons would 
allow the existing companies to develop 
their systems,and notadd tothedifficulties 
of locomotion by giving an American 
syndicate power to do inefficiently what 
he believed the existing companies were 
capable of doing if Parliament would 
only grant them facilities. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) hoped 
the House would give the Bill a 
Second Reading. The speech to which 
they had listened seemed to be based 
on an Objection, or rather a prejudice, 
to American capitalists. Considering 
what British capitalists had done in 
other countries, he thought that they 
ought to be the last to hold that idea. 
He was very much astonished that the 
hon. Member for Battersea, who was 
interested in housing matters, should 
want to reject this railway, which would 
be of enormous benefit towards solving 
the problem of the housing of the work- 
ing classes, A portion of the proposed 
railway went from the City out north- 
ward, and by its means great districts 
which were at present undeveloped 
would be opened up and. made accessible 
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to the people in the congested districts was required let it go through another 
of Tondon. He did not propose to! part, and not through the part where 
entér into the questions of finance and | Parliament had already sanctioned a 
competition. They were not matters | line. He was not financially interested 
for discussion in the House of Com- | ™ any _tube or railway whatever. He 
mons. They could only be dealt with | maintained that it had not been 
by a Committee upstairs, and he sin- shown that this Morgan railway was 


cerely hoped the House would consent | required, and even if it were required, 
he still maintained that it was wrong 


to give the Bill a Second Reading. 

'to depart from the principle estab. 
Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton), | lished for years that Parliament did 
speaking as a Member of the Joint | Ot sanction, under wd circumstances 
Committee on Underground Railways, | whatever, unfair Competition with 
which sat last year, said that no scheme | ailways which had been already sane. 
that was laid before them was considered | tioned, and on which public money had 
better than the line running the whole _ been already expended. 
way from Hammersmith to the City and | 
from the City to the North-East of London. | * Str LEWIS MACIVER (Edinburgh, 
He hoped the House would think twice | W.) said he did not wish to express any 
before refusing to give a Committee | opinion on the merits of the Bill before 
upstairs the opportunity of judging of the House, but to point out the danger 
the value of the scheme. He had heard | the House was inof being led away from 
no arguments from the hon. Gentleman | jts legitimate functions, sitting as a 
who had moved the rejection of the Bill, | House, into trespassing on the ground 
or from the hon. Member for Battersea, | of jtg own Committees. He had always 
which were not arguments that ought to ynderstood that the qué:.ion of unfair 
be addressed to a Committee and not to | competition was one which the Com- 
that House, though he was surprised to | mittees were bound to consider: as 
hear the hon. Member for Battersea sup- | indeed was nearly every other as ~ - 
porting the vested interests of the Dis- a. Me the tad “tock ae 
trict Railway. pon pperner aaecyrscn het -qvening. ‘The ken Sienkee a 
considered this to be an excellent route, , ,, : ; So 
and he hoped the House would allow a bgpees — by saying that 
Committee to settle the details of the|{° Wome Gea’ with the matter on 
pein cing broad principle, but the hon. Gentle. 

man had never touched any broad 

(1.8) Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON Principle at ¥ ry 94 a 

Ow Al ANG a ; 4 = ( 2 
(Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) desired to | = tar gee ae had pee 
associate himself with what had fallen diasiles Fes to principle ren rt 
rom the hon, Member for Battorsn. He Speech wae nevor within days mad 
Ss ce € 9 - . . . nr 
to which reference had been made, | . . rp Fg The = 
amounted to. It would be a competition ae ; —— H gps 1 even eis 
from Albert Gate, the whole way up ~2°" .° the House a real question « 
Piccadilly, to Piceadilly Circus. “That | principle was the hon. Member for 
meant that for that mile and a half there Battersea, and that question resolved 
would be two tube railways with stations itself into the suggestion that the House 
opening out at the same places, competing | should refuse to sanction any under- 
for the same traffic. From Piccadilly taking which was known, or suspected, to 
Cireus the proposed line moved down | be of foreign origin. He would remind 
through the Metropolitan District Rail- the House that no Committee upstairs 
wav, and crossed it several times until it Would venture or be competent to decide 

: so grave and novel a proposition, and 


got to Bishopsgate Street, which was a Os! 
matter of another two and a half miles. although he expressed no opinion on the 


The question before the House was not | merits of the suggestion, he would re 
one of detail ; it was the broad question mind the House that its adoption would 
whether two railways were to be per-| very promptly assume an international 
mitted by Parliament to compete un- | aspect. For considering the vast amount 
‘fairly with each other. If this line, of British capital invested in America 


Mr. Peel. 
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and other foreign countries, retaliation 
in kind would be very simple, and would 
be inevitable. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal 
thamstow) said as the representative of a 
very large East End constituency he 
wished to say a word or two about this 
Bill. Although of the same name as the 
gentleman who had been mentioned as 
connected with the financial arrange- 
ments of the railway, he regretted to say 
they were not related. He had no interest 
whatever, directly or indirectly, in the 
scheme. Hethought that the House had 
been led away to a certain extent ona false 
issue. ‘The firm connected with the Bill 
was that of Peabody, and at the head of 
thatfirm was Sir Clinton Dawkins, whose 


{16 Juty 1902} 
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financial ability was well known to the 
House, and who would not put his name 
to any proposal unless he was prepared 
to uphold the undertaking. He sincerely 
trusted the House would send the Bill 
to the Committee upstairs, so that the 
whole merits or demerits should be cun- 
sidered. The scheme would for the first 
time provide an electric railway and 
trams which would enable Londoners to 
obtain cheap and rapid transit to the 
country, and thus promote the health of 
the working classes and their children. 


(11.18.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 
69. (Division List No. 301.) 








Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) , 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen. Aug susH’nry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. ) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert, 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 
Carvill, Patriek Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley,, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 





Coghill, Douglas Harry 
VOL. CXI. 


AYES. 


us, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark} 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Collings 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J.(Midd.,'Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Keswick, William 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm th 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leamy, Edmund 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants. , Fareham 
Leese, SirJ oseph F. (Accrington 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 


Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin & Nairn | 


Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line, ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ry 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 


[FourTH SERIEs.] S 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lloyd-George, David 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Lough, Thomas 


| Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum.Penr. 


Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dre Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
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M*‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M ‘Govern, T. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M:Kean, Jolin 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon..J.Scott(Hants. 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David (“Valthmstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monmthsh. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Marray, Rtn A. Graham( Bute 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, P _ ‘+k (Nilkepny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 
Orr-Ewing, Charles _ indsay 
O'Shanghne sssy, P. 

Palmer, George Win. — zuling) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. 'T. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Ex Iward 

Churehiil, Winston Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Edwards, Frank 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read asecond time, and committed. 
Mr. PEEL, in moving the Instruction 


said that the 
it was 


name, 


standing in his 
moved 


reason why he 
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Pearson, Sir Weetiman D. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Franeis Sharp 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Price, Robert Jolin 

Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratelitf, R. I 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Biue 

Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybdge) 

Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Ropner, ¢ ‘olonel Robert 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Sehwann, Charles E. 

Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

Seton- Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith,J:amesParker(Lanarks. ) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
NOES. 

Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 

Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Middx 

Hamilton,Mary.of(L’nd nd’rry 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Henderson, Sir Alexander 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lawson, John Grant 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 

Morton, ArthurH.A.( Deptford) 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 

Richards, Henry Charles 
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Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart,Sir Mark J.M'Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-ColA.C.E (Tauntin 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stauley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, ae 

Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
Warner. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Bulland Mr. 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robson, W illiam Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,ColSirC. E.H(Shettield 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoOES— 
Mr. Banbury and Mr. 
John Burns. 


this was the one portion of the line 
from Hammersmith to the City which 
was most valuable. 
line from the City 
London was less valuable. 
afraid of was that the Committee might 
strike out the most valuable portion of 
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the line and leave the least valuable | [Lords] to take security from the under- 
portion in the lurch. If they read the | takers for the completion of the whole 
evidence in the Report of the Lords’ scheme of railways comprised in the Bill, 
Committee it would be seen that one of , either by making the rights of the 
the great inducements for sanctioning undertakers under the Bills conditional 
the Bill was to get a line from the City | upon the due performance of their whole 
to the North of London. His object was undertaking or otherwise, as the Com- 
to secure that the whole line should be | mittee may think fit.—(Mr. /’e/.) 
built, but the method by which this | 
| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
| BILL. 
| 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to) Motion made, and Question proposed, 
the Committee on the London United | “That the Bill be now read a second 
Electric Railways Bill [Lords] to take time.” 
security from the undertakers for the | ; — : 
completion of the whole scheme of rail- (11.36.) Ma. JOHN REDMOND 
ways comprised in the Bill, either by (Waterford) suid that surely the right 
making the rights of the undertakers hon. Gentleman did not propose to 
under the Bills conditional upon the due | ™0V the Second Reading of the Bill 
performance of their whole undertaking | without any ‘explanation. In all his 
or otherwise, as the Committee may | *Perience, he never heard of a more 

“ | extraordinary course being taken than 


should be secured he would leave to the 
Committee upstairs. 


think fit.—(Mr. Peel. , 
to move the Second Reading of such 
NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY BILL | a Bill without any explanation what- 
{Lorps] (By ORDER). | ever. 
Order for Second Reading read. | F : 
| THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that he had IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
on the Paper a Motion, ‘That no derry, N.) said the Chief Secretary 
Metropolitan Tube Railway Bill will be was to have moved the Second Reading 
stisfactory to this House which fails to) of the Bill, but he was not present 
sive effect to the Report of the Joint | at the moment. The Bill had been 
Uommittee of Lords and Commons on | fully explained. 

Underground Railways, 1901, recom- 
mending a comprehensive scheme for the 
relief of the congested districts of the | 
Metropolis and provision for the relief of 
the most densely populated working-class 
districts in London now inadequately 
served.” He wished to say that since 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
glad the Chief Secretary was now present. 
He thought it was scarcely respectful 
to the House, if the Government really 
intended to pass the Bill, that it should 
be moved without any explanation 
that Motion had been put on the Paper whatever. If the Chief Secretary were 
the promoters of the Bill had supplied | ready to make an explanation, well and 
information to those interested in this) good; if not, the Bill ought to be 
matter, and who were associated with | postponed. 

i lat this Hp, would be caely| “Tus CHIEF | SHORETARY ro 
lines in Bee Sie cecil eiastinda IRELAND (Mr. WYNDHaM, Dover) said 
it eal 7 "s Mo . . ’ he explained the nature of the Bill on 

Ee So See the First Reading, and was now 
| prepared to hear the observations of the 
hon. Member, or any other hon. Member, 
PMCCADILLY, CITY, AND NORTH-EAST | 2” it, and to reply to any reasons which 

LONDON RATLWAY BILL. might be urged for not passing the 
Bill read a second time, and committed, | 5e¢ond Reading. He understood that 
7 the Bill was put down to suit the 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to] convenience of the hon. Baronet the 
the Committee on the Piccadilly, City, | Member for North Wexford, who was 
and North-East London Railway Bill} particularly interested in it. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.) said they 
really knew nothing about the Bill. It 
would be most ,unsatisfactory to 
commence its discussion at that hour, 
and the proper course would be to 
adjourn the debate. He begged to 
move that the debate be now adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
he would regret if the debate had to be 
adjourned, because the Bill was one that 
ought to pass. It was perfectly absurd, 
however, that the Irish Members should 
be expected to commence a discussion of 
a Bill of twenty Clauses, to remedy 
defects in a great Act of Parliament, at 
such an hour. He had carefully 
examined the Bill, and he thought that 
it was caleulated to correct many defects 
in the working of the Act. 
Secretary said that he had explained the 
Bill on the First Reading; but the right 
hon. Gentleman had done nothing of the 
kind. He only gave an outline of the 
measure. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he was now 
awaiting the observations of the hon. 
Member, or of any other hon. Member, 
upon it. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that was 
not fair treatment for an Irish Bill. 
Either the House was able to legislate for 
Irish business, or it was not. He main- 
tained it was ; and he would be no party 
to allowing the Government, or anyone 
else, to say it was not. That was the 
very best lesson that the Government 
could give to the people of Ireland, that 
legislation for Ireland was impossible in 
the House of Commons. He did not 
believe that it was; but if the House 
considered it was fair treatment for an 
Trish Bill, on such a complicated subject, 
to be brought on at a quarter to twelve 
o'clock, he did not know what was to be 
done with Irish legislation at all. He 
repeated that, speaking generally, the 


Bill ought to pass, but it was a Bill which 


ought to be discussed and considered, 
and it contained three or four Clauses 
on which he intended to raise very 
serious questions. He thought there was 
a good case for the Motion for the Ad- 
journment. 


{COMMONS} 


The Chief | 
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| Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


| N.) said he wished to make a suggestion to 
| the House. Many of the Clauses in the Bill 
were of very considerable importance to 
counties in which he was_ interested, 
For instance, Clause 3 was introduced, to 
a large extent, in answer to representa- 
tions made by the District Council to 
which he belonged. That Clause would 
remove a very general inconvenience. 
Then Clause 11, which empowered a 
‘County Council to hold half-yearly 
| meetings, was introduced as part of an 
‘agreement between his County Council 
and the Government last year. His 
suggestion was, that if the Government 
|would give an assurance that some 
reasonable time would be given to dis- 
cussion of the Bill in Committee, the 
| Second Reading should now be taken on 
‘that understanding. 





Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour) said that some of the provisions 
of the Bill would completely upset the 
local authorities. One Clause enabled 
|the auditor of the Local Government 
Board, at any time and at his own discre- 
tion, to examine the accounts of the local 
Councils, and to subject any official who 
did not put himself .at his disposal, at 
any hour or any period of the year, toa 
fine of £5. For his part he would not 
consent to the local authorities being 
placed at the disposal of the auditor of 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
the Bill was essentially a Bill for dis 
cussion in Committee, as no great 
principle was raised in it. He hoped 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Motion. Neither the House nor the 
Irish Members on either side would 
benefit by a debate on the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. WYNDHAM suid he wished to 
say that no one was more surprised than 
/he was when the Bill came on. ‘The 
| Bill, of course, demanded consideration 
and discussion in the House. When he 
| said that he had made a statement on 
the First Reading he was speaking by 
ithe book; and he held that, as the 
| introducer of the Bill, he could not now 
| get up and make a long speech on the 
| Second Reading without hearing the 
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views of hon. Gentlemen. What he said | Committee than on the Second Reading ; 
onthe First Reading was that the Bill | and if the right hon. (‘entleman would 
was to remedy certain defects and | give an undertaking that adequate time 
hindrances which had been revealed in | would be given at a proper period for 
the working of the Local Government | the discussion of the Committee stage, 
(Ireland) Act. He was really disposed to| he would be ready to let the Second 
believe that they could debate the Bill| Reading pass now, having made _ his 
better in Committee than on Second | protest against the manner in which the 


461 Local Government 








Reading ; and he doubted whether a/| 
Second Reading debate would be of any | 
assistance. | 


| 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the | 
views he held on the Bill were very 
much the same as the views of his hon. 
friend the Member for North Wexford. 
Some of the provisions of the Bill would 
undoubtedly be of a valuable character 
in certain districts in Ireland, and he was | 
not to be taken as anxious to throw any 
obstruction in the way of the Bill, 
though, speaking generally, it was a 
most inadequate attempt to remedy 
defects in the existing system. When 
the Attorney General formally moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill, he 
protested against the way in which the | 
(rovernment attempted [Irish business in | 
Parliament. The position of affairs was | 


this. A great measure of local govern- | 
ment had been passed for Ireland ; 


numerous defects had been exposed in 
the working of the Act; the Govern- 
ment proposed a Bill of twenty Clauses 
toamend the Act; that Bill was brought 
in at twenty minutes to twelve o'clock ; 
its Second Reading was moved without a 
single word of explanation ; and then | 
the Chief Secretary said he did not 
intend to make any speech in proposing | 
the Second Reading. It was true that 
when the right hon. Gentleman intro. | 
dueed the Bill under the Ten Minutes | 
tule, he spoke for a few minutes on the | 
general terms of the Bill. That was not | 
a proper way of dealing with !rish| 
questions, and he intervened to protest | 
against it. If 
arrogating to itself the right to legislate | 
for Ireland, Bills ought to be properly | 
explained; and he thought it was not | 
respectful, either to the House or to the 
Irish Members, that the present Bill 
should be brought in in such a way. 
At the.same time, he thought there 
was a good deal in what the right hon. | 


Gentleman had said that time might more | 
uselully be spent in discussing the Bill in | 


| for the 


i will be 


Second Reading was proposed. It was 
necessary, however, that they should 
have a clear understanding in the 
matter. It would not do to bring on 
the Committee stage at the fag end of 
some sitting, when other business had 
been disposed of sooner than was ex- 
pected. If such an undertaking were 
not given, they could not allow the 
Second Reading to pass unchallenged. 
He wished to say, with reference to that 
Bill, and other Irish Bills, that he would 
be no party to allowing them to pass 
sub silentio, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
[ am responsible, at all events indirectly, 
fact that this Bill has come on, 
unexpectedly, at such a late hour. As 
the tlouse is aware, certain incidents 
have happened in connection with the 
Education Bill during the afternoon 
sitting, which prevented that Bill being 
taken at the evening sitting. I can 
assure hon. Gentlemen that it was 
always intended that there should be 
an opportunity for discussing the Bill 
the House. The hon. 
Gentleman asks whether I cannot 
promise adequate time. I will promise 
that the Committee stage of the Bill 
put down as the first Order 
on the day on which it is to be taken. 


now before 


Mr. MACARTNEY asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman would undertake 
that the present Bill, and other Irish 
Bills, should not be taken at any sitting 


this House insisted on | of the House without appearing on the 


Order Paper for that sitting. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR assented. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read a second time. and committed 
for Tuesday next. 








463 Adjournment of 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [7th April], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


(Question again proposed. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he could not 
imagine what induced the Govern- 
ment to bring forward this Bill at 
three minutes to midnight. The Bill 
established a principle which had never 
been established before, so far as grants 
of public money were concerned. The 
Lord Advocate would also find that the 
Bill was as little favoured on the 
other side of the House as it was 
on that. The Bill dealt with grants 
under the Local Government Act of 
1889. They were two very important 
grants —a grant of £20,000 a year, which 
was given as a medical grant to the local 
authorities ; and also a grant of about 
£90,000, which was given as a lunacy 
grant to the Parochial Boards. The Act 
of Parliament laid down in specific terms 
how the money under those grants was to 
be distributed, and it was not in the 
power of any Department to alter the 
conditions. ‘The Bill, if it proposed any- 
thing at all, proposed that the Local 
Government Board should have the power 
of issuing from time to time 


It being midnight, the debate stood 


adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed tomorrow. 
RATING OF 


Order 
debate on 


MACHINERY BILL 

read for resuming adjourned 
Motion for committal to 
the Standing Committee on Trade, &e. 


[9th April. | 
Objection being taken, 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
said he did not know if the hon. Member 
was aware that the Bill was similar to a 
Bill which had been already referred to 
the Grand Committee on Trade, and it 
would be a great convenience if the Grand 


‘COMMONS} 


| shire, 
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Committee could consider both Bills at 
the same time. The Motion was merely 
to facilitate the proceedings of the 


Committee. 


Debate further adjourned till Monday 


next. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
[CON TRIBU LIONS}. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


That 
authorise the payment, out of money to 


Resolved, it is expedient to 
be provided by Parliament, of contribu- 
tions towards the custody, industrial 
training, elementary education, and 
meals of children sent by an order ofa 
Court (other than an attendance order) 
to a certified Day Industrial School, of 
sums not exceeding one shilling per head 
per week, and in the case of children 
without an order of the Court of a sum 
not exceeding sixpence a week, in pur- 
suance of any Act of the present session 
to provide for the further establishment 
of Day Industrial Schools in Ireland.— 
(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Resolution to be reported tomorrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir WILLIAM WALROND (Devon- 
moving the ad- 
journment of the that 
the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of 
evening adjournment that he 


Tiverton) in 
House, said 
the Treasury stated at the 
would 
inform the House later what Supply 
would be taken At the 
afternoon sitting, the War Office Vote 
and Medical Vote would be taken; and 
at the evening sitting the Votes for the 


tomorrow. 


Militia and the Yeomanry. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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465 Private 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursdayl, 7th July, 1902. 





The LORD ORANMORE and BROWNE took 
the Oath. 


{17 JuLy 1902} 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates } 
+ from the Examiners that the Standing | 
= Orders applicable to the following Bills | 
s have been complied with :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders | 
| 


by the 


Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Pro- 
: yisional Order. | 
: The same were ordered to lie upon the 
* Table. | 
* RICHMOND HILL(PRESERVATION | 
: OF VIEW) BILL. 
: Judges’ Report received, and ordered | 
* to lie upon the Table. 
< LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND | 
> RAILWAY BILL, 
. WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY | 








yw 
* FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | 
3 BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments. 


: LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. | 
>: Moved, That the Order made on the | 
: 14th March last, ‘“ That no Private Bill | 
: brought from the House of Commons | 
~ shall be read a second time after the 
* 19th day of June next,” be dispensed | 
f with, and that the Bill be now read 2, ; | 
« agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
: committed. The Committee to be pro- 
< posed by the Committee of Selection. 
. BRYNMAWR’AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
. RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 

Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMEND- 

MENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. [H.L.] 

A Bill to amend the borrowing 
provisions of the Electric Lighting Act, 
1882, and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) 
Act, 1890, was presented by the Lord 
Balfour; read 1*; to be printed; and 
to be read 2* on Tuesday next. (No. 152.) 


VOL. CXI. [lourtH SERIEs. ] 
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GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN— 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
to be printed and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2°— 
(The Lord Balfour) — and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 154.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. Report of Amend- 
ments to be received tomorrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Committee of the Whole House (which 
stands appointed for this day) put off to 
Monday next. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 

WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 

The order made on the 3rd jnstant 
appointing certain Lords the Select 
Committee to consider the Bills, 
discharged. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 


AND TRAMWAYS) BILL, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL, 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said 
Bills (viz.)— 
E. Denbigh, 
E. Yarborough, 
L. Muskerry, 
L. Brassey (Chairman), 
L. Ludlow ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords <ppointea 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Monday next at twelve o'clock ; and all 


T 
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titions referred to the Committee, with 
eave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills. 


South African War—Vote of 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Trade Reports, Annual Series— 


No. 2854. Turkey (Smyrna) ; 
No. 2855. France (Marseilles) ; 
No. 2856. Spain (Barcelona). 


WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


Despatch by General Lord Kitchener, 
dated Ist June, 1902, relative to military 
operations in South Africa. 


RAILWAYS. 

General Report to the Board of Trade 
on the capital, traffic, and expenditure of 
the railway companies of the United 
Kingdom, for the year 1901. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 
Return of the number of eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th June, 1902. 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION OF GUN- 
POWDER ON REGISTERED PREMISES 
AT MARPLE, NEAK STOCKPORT). 
Report to the Right Hon. the Secre- 

tary of State for the Home Department 

by Captain M. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s 

Inspector of Explosives, on the cireum- 

stances attending an explosion of gun- 

powder which took place on the regis- 
tered premises of Messrs. James Lee and 

Sons, New Road, Marple, on the 26th 

April, 1902. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 


Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas 
Companies for the year 1901. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Additional Rule made by the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland, 
dated 4th July, 1902. 


{LORDS} 





Thanks to the Forces. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Accounts presented of all deposits 
received and paid during the year ended 
31st December, 1901, and of the sums 
received and paid by the National Debt 
Commissioners on account of the Fund 
for the Post Office Savings Bank in the 
same year. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
and to be printed. (No. 153.) 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; further Amendments made ; Bill 
to be read 3* tomorrow, and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 155.) 
PAUPER CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL. 

[H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL. [u.1.] 


Returned from the Commons with the 
consequential Amendment made by the 
Lords to the Amendments made by the 
Commons, agreed to. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — VOTE OF 
THANKS TO THE FORCES—LORD 
ROBERTS'S REPLY. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I have 
received the following letter from Field- 
Marshal Earl Roberts, Kk.G., Com- 
mander-in-Chief of His Majesty’s Forces, 
in return to the thanks of this House, 
and to the Resolutions of June 5th last, 
communicated to him in obedience to the 
order of this House, viz. :— 


“War Office, July 15th, 1902. 

“* My Lord,—I have the honour to acknow- 
ledge the receipt of your letter forwarding to 
me Resolutions passed by the House of Lords 
thanking His Majesty’s forces by land and sea 
for their gallant and distinguished services 
during the late war in South Africa. 

‘*T shall esteem it a great privilege to con- 
vey to the forces I have the honour to com- 
mand this expression by the House of Lords of 
its appreciation of the work they have accom- 
plished in South Afriea, which | am confident 
they will highly value. The message of 
sympathy with relatives of the fallen con- 
tained in the Resolution will, I am sure, be 
gratefully received by them, not only as a 
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mark of the kind feeling which prompted it, | Registrar of Friendly Societies ; but the 
but as a recognition of the services rendered to | Bi]] jg not made to read in connection 








their country by those whom they have lost. 
‘‘T have the honour to be, my Lord, your 
Lordship’s most humble, obedient servant, 
* Roberts, F. M.” 
The letter was ordered to be entered 
on the Journals. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


Order of the day for the Second Read- | 


ing read. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (The 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY): My Lords, 
I do not think that many words are 
necessary to commend this Bill to the 
favourable consideration of the House. 
Its object is to enable His Majesty’s 
Postmaster-General to acquire two sites 
inthe County of London, for the pur- 
ose of erecting post-offices thereon. 
The Bill is not an innovation, but is 
similar in character to those measures 
which have been introduced in previous 
years by my predecessors. It was referred 
to a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, andpassed through that House 
with noalteration beyond the insertion of 
a Clause providing that nothing in the 
Act should affect any rights or jurisdic- 
tion of the London County Council or 
any Metropolitan Borough in relation to 
any sewers, drains, or water-courses. If 
the Bill is read a second time today it 
will be referred to a Committee over 
which the noble Earl the Chairman of 
Committees presides, and will then come 
before a Committee of the whole House. 
There are certain details in regard to the 
sites proposed to be taken with which I 
do not think I need weary your Lordships, 
but if any question is asked I shall be 
glad to give an answer. 

Bill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order). 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour of BURLEIGH): I have 
an Amendment to Clause 7, which relates 
to a question of machinery, and is not 
conceived in any hostile spirit to the Bill. 
The facts are these. In this Bill the 
word “registrar” occurs in more than 
one clause. ‘That is, of course, the 


‘with the Friendly Societies Act, 1896. 
| In that Act there is a definition of the 
|“ Registrar” for England, Scotland, and 
| Ireland, and both for Scotland and Ire 
‘land he is defined in each case as the 
| Assistant Registrar who is located in the 
respective capitals. So far as Scotland 
is concerned, [I am,:-advised that the 
| Amendment is necessary, and I daresay 
those interested in the matter, if they 
will look into it, will find that it is 
expedient to apply the Bill to Ireland in 


the same way. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 7, page ¥, line 32, after ‘ branch,’ 
to insert ‘and in application to Scotland the 
word “registrar” means the registrar as defined 
in that Act.’”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On question, Amendment agreed vo. 


3ill to be read 3* tomorrow, and to be 
printed as amended (No. 156). 


MILITARY EDUCATION. 

* Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
rise, in accordance with the notice stand- 
ing in my name on your Lordships’ 
Paper, to call attention to the Report of 
the Committee on Military Education, to 
ask His Majesty’s Government what 
steps they propose to take to carry the 
recommendations of the Committee into 
effect, and to move that in the opinion of 
this House immediate steps should be 
taken with a view to remedy the deplor- 
able state of things disclosed in the Re- 
port, and in particular that an Inspector- 
General of Military Education, with an 
adequate staff, should be at once ap- 
pointed in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Report. Three months 
ago the public were very disagreeably 
startled by the Report of the Committee 
appointed by His Majesty’s Government 
to inquire into this subject. The Report, 
as is well known, condemned in scathing 
terms the present system of military edu- 
eation. I do not want to be unduly 
pessimistic, nor to use language of ex- 
aggeration. I am perfectly aware that 
successive Governments have done their 
best to deal with this subject, and I say 
at once that I think the results of the 
labours of the Committees and Commis- 
sions that have sat and reported on the 
subject have not been altogether fruitless. 


T 2 
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There can be no doubt that the subject 
of military education has made much 
progress within the last forty or fifty 
years. Things were very different from 
what they are now in the time of what one 
of the witnesses described as the early 
Victorian Major, who knew nothing him- | 
self, and did not see why anybody else | 
should know anything. But just now 
the subject is in a backwater. I have 
received a letter today from perhaps the | 
most distinguished of Army coaches, | 
who writes to say, that at this moment, | 
owing to the inertia of the War Office, | 
things are worse than ever. He states | 
that there is no military training worthy | 
of the name at Aldershot or at any | 
other station ; that the ordinary general 
education of officers is going from bad | 
to worse, and that it is a public scandal | 
that young officers sent to India have | 
to be taught arithmetic by the| 
regimental! schoolmasters. I venture | 
to think that everybody will agree that 
the Report of the Committee on military | 
education is worthy of the respect and | 
attention of the public and of this House. | 
The Committee was presided over by | 
a Cabinet Minister—Mr. Akers Douglas. | 
There were six other members on the | 
Committee, three of whom were civilians. | 
Of the three civilians, two—Dr. Warre 
and Mr. F. W. Walker—are headmasters 
of great public schools, viz., Eton and 
St. Pauls, the other being Sir Michael 
F. Foster, a distinguished scientist and 
a Member of Parliament. The other 
three members were the present Governor 
of the Royal Military Academy (Major | 
General Jelf), Captain A. H. Lee, M.P., and 
Lieutenant-Colonel F. Hammersley, who 
are all well-known educational experts. 
There are two aspects 
education—education as regards the| 
efficiency of the Army, and education 
as regards the status of the officer at 
home and abroad. I am perfectly ready to 
admit that in the late war, as in previous | 
wars, it has been shown that it is quite 
possible for an officer to be extremely 
illiterate and yet an excellent soldier. 
But we have not only to look at military 


| 
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culture who havespoken in contemptuous 
terms of officers in the Army because 
they are so extremely ignorant. In 
this connection I should like to say 
that the chief complaint on the score 
of education, which is repeated over 
and over again in the evidence—-and 
it isan extremely important one from a 
military point of view—is that a very 
large number of officers are unable to 
write an intelligent report. 


Tue Eart or CORK: Many of them 
cannot even write a letter. 


*LorpD MONKSWELL: At all events 
a large number of them cannot write a 
report which is intelligible. That is very 
serious from the point of view of military 
efficiency. At the present time it is 
more than ever necessary that a British 
officer should be sufficiently intelligent— 
I donot say that it is absolutely necessary 
that he should know much about 
grammar—but that he should have 
sufficient powers of observation and be 
sufficiently intelligent and_ sufficiently 
master of the English language to write 
a report that can be understood by those 
to whom it is sent. In former days, 
under the old system of artillery and 
rifles of very short range, the commander 
in the field of battle had a great many 
of the operations under his own im- 
mediate supervision, and was not so 
dependent on reports from officers as he 
is now, when, owing to the vast range of 
artillery and rifles, it is impossible for a 
commander to know all that is going on. 
The one bright spot in the Committee's 
|Report is the evidence of the excellence 
of the officers who come from the 
Universities. Probably the reason why 
these officers are so popular in military 
circles is that they have that general educa- 


tion of an English gentleman which, I am 


sorry to say, some officers from Sandhurst 
appear to lack. The Committee mention 


in their Report what they consider to be 
_ the principal cause of this ignorance, and 


it is quite sufficient to account for every- 
'thing. They state that there is absolutely 





'no incentive to learning at Sandhurst. 
| It seems to me, as a civilian, to be a per- 


of an English gentleman, their status | feetly astounding state of things that 
| absolutely no notice is taken of superior 


in this country and in other countries will | nerit in the various examinations at 
be greatly reduced. I have met with men | Sandhurst. We all know that there is 
not Pedants nor particularly addicted to an entrance examination for Sandhurst,. 


Lord Monkswell. 


efficiency. If the officers of the British 
Army have not the ordinary education 
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that there is an examination out of Sand- | fairly well; but there are certain con- 
hurst, and also examinations to qualify | siderations which apply both to Woolwich 
for promotion; but the unanimous ver- | and to Sandhurst. The Committee report 
dict of the service members who were | that cadets, having no incentive to learn, 
witnesses before this Committee was that | join more ignorant than they ought to 
absolutely no account whatever is taken | be, and that when they are officers they 
of whether a man just scrapes through | have no inducement to keep up even the 
his examination or passes with distine- | ]ittle knowledge they ever possessed. 
tion. The remedy proposed by the Com- | The words of the Committee in paragraph 





mittee is promotion by selection in all 


ranks of the Army, but the Commander- | 


in-Chief takes a different view, and thinks 
that in the lower ranks promotion should 
be by seniority. That is a very grave 
divergence of opinion. I am not at all 
sure, speaking for myself, that the 
Commander-in-Chief is not right if human 


nature is not equal to the task of honest | 


selection by merit. Not very long ago 
the Secretary of State for War said he 
would never be influenced in the slightest 


extent by social considerations. Those | 
are brave words, and I[ hope the Secre- | 


tary of State will always act up to them, 
but is he quite certain that other people 


will never be influenced by such con- | 


siderations? It all depends upon this: 


Does a system of promotion by selection | 


mean promotion by merit or promotion 
by favouritism? If it means promo- 
tion by favouritism, then promotion by 


favouritism tempered by seniority is_ 


better than promotion by favouritism 


tempered by nothing at all. I put) 


it to noble Lords opposite whether it is 
not possible that there should be a work- 
ing compromise between the view of 


the Commander-in-Chief and the view of | 


the Committee on that extremely impor- 
tant point ? Isit not possible to introduce 


into the Army the system that works | 


so well in the Navy, by which officers 
who pass well out of the “ Britannia,” and 
also well in the examination for the rank 
of lieutenant, gain automatically about 


three years’ seniority over those who | 


are last on the list, without any suspicion 
of favouritism at all? I suggest that 


perhaps that compromise might be a | 


solution of this very great difficulty. 


Now, as to the terms of my Motion. | 


The Government will not deny that the 
state of things, as disclosed by the Report, 
is deplorable. To show how deplorable 
that state of things is, I propose to make 
a few comments on the Report and the 
evidence. I do not propose to go into 
the evidence as to Woolwich, because I 


‘think Woolwich has come out of the ordeal 


| 93 of the Report are— 


“The Committee regret to report ‘that the 
| general condition of education at the Royal 
Military College is far from satisfactory. In 
the first place, the cadets cannot be expected 
to derive much benefit from their instruction 
at Sandhurst, when it is clearly established 
that they have absolutely no inducement to 
work. This inducement is not afforded by the 
number of marks necessary to qualify for a 
commission, nor by the fact that those who 
fail to reach the low qualifying standard 
demanded, are excluded from the Army. In- 
deed, there is too much reason to fear that even 
those cadets who fail to attain this standard 
have been commissioned none the less.” 


General Sir Ian Hamilton was inter- 
rogated by the Committee as to the 
keenness of the Sandhurst cadets, and 
he was asked— 


“Have you found in your experience in 
South Africa that there is a tendency among 
young officers, after they have joined their unit 
and have got their commission and on off 
Barrack Square, to think there is nothing more 
to do for a good many years and to take it 
easy ?” 


Sir Ian Hamilton replied— 


“There is a very lax standard in that way ; 
it is perfectly extraordinary. I was at Hythe 
the other day, and the Commandant told me 
what a pleasure it was to him to have a 
Volunteer and Yeomanry class there. After 
his lecture the officers would crowd round him 
and argue and dispute on points, and show the 
very greate-t interest ; whereas, on the other 
hand, Sandhurst boys who had been there did 
not at all display this interest, and the young 
officers in the regular Army were chiefly con- 
| cerned in thinking very much of when the 

afternoon train went‘up to London.” 


Sir George Clarke was questioned by 
Captain Lee on the subject, and he 
replied that— 


“A naval sub-lieutenant, if he gets at his 
| examination a certain number of stars—that 
is, first class in certain subjects—is a made 
| man from that time, and he knows it ; but as 
to the Army Promotion Examination, if you 
| scrape through it does not matter whether you 
| do so by the skin of your teeth or whether you 
| get honours. I havenever heard of its making 
| the slightest difference.” 
| e . 
|The evidence of Major Edwards, R.E., 
of the Intelligence Department, was to 


| the same effect. He said— 
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“* Officers are selected for appointments for 
various reasons, but not on account of any 
previous record to be found in papers.” 

The Governor of Sandhurst, Sir E. 
Markham, said that he had known the 
case of a cadet removed for misconduct 
by the Commander -in-Chief being 
gazetted in five weeks to the Militia and 


joining the Cavalry within a year. 
Colonel Lonsdale Hall, a well-known 
authority on the subject of tactics, 
aid— 


“There is no incentive to the boy at Sand- 
hurst to work, absolutely no incentive of any 
kind whatever.” 

With regard to the complaint that 
there is no inducement to keep up know- 
ledge after joining the Army, I would 
quote from the evidence of that well- 
known Army Coach, Lieut.-Col. Moores. 
He said that his pupils often came to him 
after they had been some time in the 
Army, and he was greatly astonished at 
their want of knowledge in military 
subjects. Their excuses generally for 
this falling off had, he said, been 





“I have never looked at a military work or 
at the subjects since I joined the regular Army 
so many years ago; I have forgotten all the 
military subjects | knew on joining ; no person 
has ever encouraged me to keep up my know- 
ledge of the subjects, and, in fact, if | were to 
read or talk about reconnaissance, or field work, 
or strategy, or military history, the senior 
officers would not be pleased with me, so I fell 
into the groove of doing only what the others 
did, which generally was playing billiards or 
cards, or smoking cigarettes or reading, or 
talking in the mess or quarters, for some hours 
daily when not on parade or at the orderly 
room.” 


Colonel Moores gave an instance. He 
said— 

“*One officer, who made over 1900 marks, and 
was the second or third from the top of the 
list at the Militia Competitive Examination 
about five years ago, came to me for tuition just 
before the Boer War to enable him to pass the 
examination for promotion, and his excuse was : 
‘I have forgotten all the subjects which you 
taught me so thoroughly ; [am in the old groove 
again, forgetting all | should retain; | wish 
we had a system of regular professional work. 
I suppose | shall have to ask your aid again 
later on to be crammed for the rank of Major.’ ” 


Colonel Lawley, who is in command 
of a cavalry regiment, said that he knew 
of a cavalry officer who had been eight 
years in the service, and had never during 
the whole of that time had a favourable 
report, and yet he still remained in the 
service. 


Lord Monkswell. 
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to learn, it is equally true that the in 
structors have absolutely no incentive 
to teach. On that point the Committee 
say— 


“The weight of evidence, however, leads to 
the conclusion that an instructional appoint- 
ment is regarded in the Army generally as a 
shelf on which an officer may spend a few years 
comfortably, avoiding the monotonous routine 
of life in barracks and the constant changes of 
station, which constitute such a serious tax 
upon the pocket of the married officer.” 


The Committee go on to say that the 
year’s probation, which every instructor 
is supposed to undergo, is practically a 
farce. They state that— 


“*In the replies to a series of questions sub- 
mitted to the Governor by the Committee will 
be found, ;in the reply to question 21, the state- 
ment that it has never been necessary in recent 
years to cancel such an appointment or to 
revert an officer to his regiment at the end of 
his year’s probation. The Committee are, how- 
ever, unable to share in the Governor’s satis- 
faction with this fact, or with the present 


| method of selecting instructors as described in 


his evidence.” 


I can understand that to instructors 
who merely instruct to obtain a liveii- 
hood, and not because they haveany special 
aptitude for teaching, or wish to identify 
themselves with the teaching profession, 
the life may be tolerable; but I cannot 
imagine anything more disheartening 
than the position of instructors whose 
duty it is to instruct young men ani- 
mated by no desire to learn, and who, 
if by any chance they are successful in 
making them learn, get no credit for 
the result. ‘The position of the Assistant- 
Commandant at Sandhurst would also 
appear to be by no means a bed of roses, 
for though he works exceedingly hard 
he is obliged to administer a system’ of 
which he entirely disapproves. He was 
questioned, for instance, about the 
system of teaching cadets to ride. Iam 
not going into the question whether the 
present system of teaching is a good one 
or a bad one, but it is condemned by 
the Assistant-Commandant as an_ ini- 
quitous system and most injudicious. 
This does not matter very much, for, as 
a matter of fact, the cadets have hardly 
any riding at all at Sandhurst. In the 
whole course, which has now been cut 


' down to a year, the cadet is only about 


If the cadets have no incentive | 
| 


thirty-five hours in the saddle as con- 
trasted with an hour daily spent in 
barrack square close-order drill. One 
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would suppose that the military authori-| lie.” With regard to this “monthly 


ties would see that good text-books were 
provided, but the text-books are univer- 
sally condemned, and Captain Lee, a 


member of the Committee, observed that | 
pro- | 


se 


the text-book on topography was 
bably one of the worst books of its kind 
in the world.”’ 

Then the Committee comment on rather 
a singular circumstance connected with 
the training of cadets. They say in para- 
graph 101— 


“‘ As an illustration of the system pursued, it 


appears that the cadets are required to pipe- | 


clay their own buff waistbelts, but that their 
rifles are cleaned for them. This is remark- 
able, for while a cadet might acquire a 
familiarity with the mechanism of the rifle 
from being required to clean it, the educa- 
tional value of pipe-claying a belt is extremely 
slight.” 


Again, my Lords, going back to para- 
graph 99, the Committee express 
surprise at learning that the cadets are 
not instructed in either musketry or 
revolver shooting at Sandhurst, though 
range accommodation is available in the 
immediate neighbourhood. They add— 
“The Committee are still more surprised to 
learn that such cadets as were able to find 
time to shoot have to join a club and pay a 
subscription of £1 a term. This may be con- 
trasted with the system at Woolwich, where, 
though musketry is impossible owing to there 
being no range, all cadets are required to shoot 
with the revolver,iand are put through a regular 
course and provided with free ammunition.” 
There is another matter with which the 
Committee are not particularly pleased, 
and that is the question of tipping the 
servants, about which we heard some- 
thing the other day. The system of 
giving gratuities I attribute to the pay- 
ment of insufficient wages to the servants, 
and the authorities have set their faces 
against a system of tipping which they 
themselves were responsible for setting 
up. At Woolwich the cadets are told 
that they must not tip the servants, but 
itis a well-known fact that they do tip 
them, and there the matter ends. But 
with regard to Sandhurst, the author- 


ities have taker. a further anda very fool- | 


ishstep. They put before the cadets every | 


month lithographed forms, which they 
are required to sign, declaring that they 
have not tipped the servants. 
appreciation which the cadets entertain 
for this document is shown by the fact 


that they call the paper the “ monthly | 


The | 


lie,” I should like to quote what Dr. 
| Warre said— 


| “The point I want to urge is, that there 
being things of that sort, gives an opportunity 
for the less scrupulous to formulate a habit 
which becomes a habit of mind and tradition, 
and it seems to me it does go dead against 
the sense of honour and the sense of right. 
If it is the case, as we have certain reason 
to believe, that these certificates are not 
regarded by the cadets as a very serious 
thing, and are often signed pro forma, then 
it seems as if it was allowing to grow up 
in the mind of a young fellow who is to be 


an officer a very queer notion of honour and 


right.” 

The whole matter is summed up in 
the following short sentences in para- 
graph 151 of the Committee’s Report— 

“The Committee are compelled to report 
that the evidence laid before them has 
brought out in the strongest light the grave 
fact that the military education of the junior 
officers in the Army is in a most unsatis- 
factory condition... . By no part of the 
evidence laid before them have the Com- 
mittee been more impressed than by that 
which shows, in the clearest manner, the 
prevalence among the junior commissioned 
ranks of a lack of technical knowledge and 
skill, and of any wish to study the science 
and master the art of their profession.” 

[ have carefully gone through all the 
evidence with a view to finding out 
whether the scathing Report of the 
Committee is justified or not. I need 
not have given myself that trouble; 
it would have been sufficient to read 
the evidence of the Commander-in- 
Chief, who endorses the principal 
complaints made in the Report, though 
he differs as to the remedy. In reply 
to Question No. 8431, the Commander- 
in-Chief said— 

_ ‘I think the general standard of educat:on 
is not sufticiently high in the Army.” 

Replying to Question No. 8434, he 
said— 

‘** Officers when they join very often are un- 
able to make a satisfactory report.” 

Questioned as to the _ text-books 
(Question No. 8522), the Commander- 
in-Chief expressed the opinion that— 

‘* The text books are susceptible of improve- 
ment.” 

Asked in Question No. 8529 whether 
it was the fact that an officer had no in- 
ducement to work, and, if he wanted to 
work, had no opportunity of getting at 
books, the Commander-in Chief replied, 
“That is true.” Can there be a more 
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scathing condemnation of the present 
state of thingsthan that? I quite admit 
that the responsibility falls to some ex- 
tent upon previous Governments as well 
as upon the present Government, but 
though I may be prejudiced, I think 
that the present Government are the 
chief sinners in this matter. Dr. 
Maguire, the great Army coach, when 
he was examined, said that military 
education had been extremely bad since 
1897. Hedrew a great distinction be- 
tween military education before and 
after somewhere about that date. I say 
that the Government were guilty of a 


{LORDS} 





retrograde step when, in 1898, the Militia 
qualifying marks were reduced from | 
5,000 to 4,500, subsequently increased | 
to 4,600. Since 1895 extra pay for | 
languages has been greatly reduced ; | 
and in 1899, before the war, it was) 
decided to reduce the course at Sand- 


hurst from eighteen months to twelve | 
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the strongly expressed opinion of the 
Commander-in-Chief himself, who con. 
demns the present system of handing 
over the whole supervision of military 
education to a Colonel with £800 a 
year. In answer to Question No. 8509, 
the Commander-in-Chief explained that 
there used to be a Director General of 
Military Education, and added— 

‘“*A few years ago it was altered and put 
under the Military Secretary’s Department 
with an Assistant Military Secretary for 
Education. I do not think it is satisfactory.” 
Further bp eer the Commander.in- 
Chief said (Question No. 8510) that the 
Military Secretary had absolutely no 
time to supervise his subordinate, and 
a — 

“T do not know why it was ever put in the 
Military Secretary’s Department. I agree 
with you (Mr. Akers Douglas) that he ought 
to be an officer acting on his;own responsibility 
and of sufficient standing really to supervise 
education.” 





months, and the office of Director; The Commander-in-Chief also expressed 
General of Military Education, which | the opinion that the Inspector General 
had existed since 1869, was abolished. must have Assistant Inspectors. The 
Without going into idle recriminations, | Committee suggest an Advisory Board 
I think I may be allowed to point out I have not made any reference to an 
that in July, 1898, I remonstrated | Advisory Board in my motion, because | 
against this course, and was told that | think the first thing to do is to get your 
the abolition of this office was only | Inspector General, and then consult him 
experimental, and that the experiment | with regard to the Advisory Board. | 
would be carefully watched. Consider- cannot understand how, in the face of 
ing the deterioration of military educa-|this evidence, the Government can 
tion during the last four years while| hesitate for a moment to make this 





this experiment was being carefully | 
watched, I should have thought that 
His Majesty’s Government might have | 
come to some decision in the matter, | 
even before the Committee reported. | 
I need scarcely say that my remon- | 
strance was justified by the Report of | 
the Committee, and also by the evidence | 
on which the Report was based. I can- | 
not understand how it is that the 
Government have allowed three months 
to elapse since the publication of the 
Report without taking the first and) 
most necessary preliminary step of | 
appointing a high official, with an) 
adequate staff, to supervise the military | 
education of the country. If they are | 
not going to appoint a Director General | 
or an Inspector General of Military | 
Education, the Government will not 
only be flouting the Report of their | 
own Committee —a thing they have | 
done before—but they will be flouting 


Lord Monkswell. 


appointment. In Paragraph 141, the 
Committee say — 


“The Committee must lay stress on the 
vital importance of making one central 


| authority responsible for the general super- 


vision of the military education of the officers 
of the Army. The Committee would desire to 
see the office of Director General of Military 
Education revived, though they would prefer 
that this officer should bear the title of 
Inspector General of Military Education.” 

I do not think I am unreasonable. | 
do not suggest that the Government 
should by this time have formulated a 
complete scheme. All I ask is, that the 
Government will at once take the one 
absolutely essential preliminary step in 
the reform of military education, and 
appoint someone to supervise that 
eduation. If anything is to be done, 
there must be some great official re 
sponsible, who, in colloquial language, can 
be hanged if anything goes wrong. No 
one is now responsible, and it is unsatis 
factory and unfair to hang asubordinate. 
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The Military Secretary has been nomin-| the immediate appointment of an In- 


ally responsible for four years. 


But | spector General, I think I can agree with 


how can we place the responsibility on | his Resolution. I quite concur with him 
‘that the present state of things is de- 


him when the Commander-in-Chief says 


that the Military Secretary has not a. 
moment to spare for educational duties 7 


Many of your Lordshipsare soldiers now, 
many have been soldiers, and every 
noble Lord takes a great interest in 
military education; and if the Govern- 
ment is against me, I appeal to this 


House, not in the interests of Party but, 


in the interests of the Army and of the 
Empire, to affirm that this state of 
things shall go on no longer, and that 
the recommendations of the Committee 
and of the Commander-in-Chief shall 
prevail. 


Moved,“ To resolvethat, in the opinion 
of this House, immediate steps should be 
taken with a view to remedy the de- 
plorable state of things disclosed in the 
Report of the Committee on Military 
Education, and in particular that an 
Inspector General of Military Education, 
with an adequate staff, should be at once 
appointed in accordance with the re- 
commendation of the Report.”—(Lord 
Monkswell.) 


*LorpD HARRIS: My Lords, having 
had similar experience to that of the 
noble Lord as Under Secretary for War, 
I desire to offer a few remarks upon the 
Report of this Committee. In the first 
place, I cordially agree with that part of 
the noble Lord’s speech in which he 
commends in very high terms the work 
of the Committee and the timeand atten- 
tion they gave to the subject. Having 
had some experience of the trouble of 
getting evidence by Departmental Com- 
mittees, I am sure your Lordships ought 
to be most grateful to this Committee for 
the immense time they gave to the sub- 
ject and the very great pains they took 
to collect all available evidence. 


But I) 


am afraid I cannot agree with the final | 


conclusion to which the noble Lord has 


arrived, Having studied the Report and | 
the evidence, he arrives at the conclusion | 


that what he describes as a deplorable 
state of affairs can be remedied by the 
appointment of an Inspector General of 
Military Education. That is where I 
cannot agree with him. 


plorable, but I do not think it is going 
to be remedied by the appointmeut of an 
Inspector General. I have had experience 
of this matter, and I must have been 
less fortunate than the noble Lord oppo- 
site, for I cannot conceive of such an In- 
spector General as Irememberdoing much 
to improve the Military Education of the 
Army. Of course, it depends on the 
man, and if youcan find the right man, 
I daresay considerable improvement 
could be introduced in many ways, 
which I will indicate directly. But 
when a post has been created, there is 
always a tendency to put an officer into 
it who has done good service of some 
kind or another, and not necessarily the 
man who is most capable of carrying out 
the duties of that office. After the 
experience which I personally had, it 
would be impossible for me to agree that 
the first thing that is necessary is to 
appoint an Inspector General. I think 
myself that “ Director General ” would 
be the more appropriate title, because at 
the present moment.I do not know what 
there is to inspect. 

The Report of this Committee deals 
with two entirely different subject—with 
the education of the young gentleman 
who is going to adopt the Army as his 
profession, and with his education at one 
or two Military Institutions like Sand- 
hurst or Woolwich which precedes his 
getting his commission. It also deals— 
and this is more important still—with 
the education of the officer after he has 
obtained his commission. What is the 
Inspector General going to inspect with 
regard tothat? Ithink the noble 
Lord could easily count on his fingers 
the number of educational establish- 
ments in the Army for young officers. 
I suppose that nearly every officer goes 
to Hythe. that everyArtillery officer goes 
to Shoeburyness, and every Engineer- 
ing officer to the School at Chatham. 
There are also the signalling classes, but 
there is not room at those classes for 


all the officers of the Army. As regards 


If he will elimi- | 


Chatham and Woolwich, they are, of 
course, technical schools. There is 
nothing similar for the line officer, or the 


nate the last sentence with reference to | cavalry officer, to enable him to carry on 


‘ 
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his education after he has got into the, hand, attach far more importance to 


Army. 


find anything to inspect, and therefore 
Ithink the title of director-general is 
more appropriate. The noble Lord re- 
ferred to the fact that University candi- 


dates are more appreciated because they | 


show sounder education; but then, they | 2 : 
'at which the young officer can receive 


have had a longer education before they 
go into the Army. They are older men, 


for one thing, and they havehad greater | 
<A 4 g /have hurt a good many of your Lord. 


ships, to read for some weeks, if not 
‘months past, in the daily press the 


opportunities of study, and I should 
think that the general effect of a Univer- 
sity education is also more likely to 


encourage them to work at their pro- | 


fession than what we know to be the 
ease at Sandhurst. That is merely an 
opinion ; 
Paper, on page 129, which I am sure 
the noble Lord has read, refers to a very 
important point. Hecompares the length 
of the course which the officer of the 
American Army goes through with that | 
which the officer of the British Army is 
required to undergo, and he refers to 
the United States Military Academy at | 
West Point as an ideal cadet school. But | 
the course at West Point extends over 
four years. Sir Evelyn Wood therefore 
strongly endorses what the noble Lord 
said with regard to the length of the 
course at Sandhurst, but the length of that 
course is largely affected by the demand 
for otticers in the Army. If there is a 
sudden demand for a larger number of 
officers they have to be got through 
somehow or other, and the result is a 
pressure on the military authorities to 
reduce the length of the course at Sand- 
hurst or Woolwich, as the case may be. 
That was, no doubt, the reason which 
induced the noble Marquess to consent 
to the reduction of the course at Sand- 
hurst, which I agree with the noble Lord 
opposite was most undesirable. But he | 
knows, as well as I do, that it is impos- | 
sible to extend the living accommodation | 
at Sandhurst suddenly, and, therefore, 
when there is a sudden demand for 
officers, | suppose the only alternative | 
is to reduce the length of the course | 
there. 

The noble Lord, as far as I could | 
gather, paid more attention in his speech 
to the education of the cadet at Sandhurst 
and Woolwich than to the chances of | 
education which the officer gets after he | 
has entered the Army. I, on the other 


Lord Harris. 





That is, I submit, why it would | 
be difficult for an inspector-general to_ 


| the 
| present state of things is deplorable, but 
| I cannot agree with him that an inspector 


but Sir Evelyn Wood, in his | 





the education of the officer after he 
has entered the Army, and, as re. 
gards that, I cordially agree with 
noble Lord opposite that the 


You have 
the educational institutions 


general is going to rectify it. 
to create 


this education. It has, 
me, and I should 


I confess, hurt 
think it must 


opinions passed upon the British officer, 
During the war the greatest respons 
bilities were thrown on our young 
officers, who had frequently to lead 
their men in the face of certain death, 
to set an example to the men by being 
the first to rush into danger, to help 
the men to learn a new condition of 
warfare; and when I[ have read the 
criticisms to which these brave young 
officers have been subjected, I frankly 
say that my blood has boiled with in- 
dignation. If the young officer has 
not shown all the intelligence he might 
have, if he is not possessed of the best 
education he ought to have received, it 
is the system which is at fault and not 
the officer. I note the cheers of noble 
Lords opposite, but I am afraid | can- 
not agree with the noble Lord who 
moved the Motion now before your 
Lordships that a greater meed of blame 
is to be attached to the present Govern- 
ment than to the Government which 
preceded it. I do not think the sys- 
tem now in vogue is very different from 
what it was when the noble Lord was 
at the War Office. So far as the 
chances of education, after the young 
gentleman has got into the Army, are 
concerned, the system is the same now 
as when the noble Lord was Under 
Secretary of State for War. I am, 
however, quite ready to take my share 
of responsibility for not having done 
more while I was at the War Office for 
the education of the young officer. 
What I want to show is that the young 
officer has no chance of going on from 
that stage of education at which he has 
arrived when he enters the Army, and of 
improving himself. Dr. Maguire, the 
Army coach, to whose opinion much value 
must be attached, states emphatically, on 
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Page 77 of the evidence in the Blue- 
hook that this is so. Elsewhere in the 
evidence it is pointed out that there are 
no text-books. Therefore, how the young 
oficer is to learn I do not know. Dr. 
Maguire says that the text-books should 
never be allowed to run out of print, as 
has been the case lately, but I do not 
know that that is a serious matter, 
because some officers have described the 
text-book as valueless. Dr. 
concluded— 

“There is at present no pretence to a proper 
system of education in the Army. 
That, I agree, is most deplorable. As 
there are no text-books opportunities for 
theoretical study are wanting, and the 
evidence of Sir Evelyn Wood (Pages 124 
and 125) clearly shows that the young 
oficer has little opportunity, when once 
behas got intothe Army, of practical study. 
. ked whether he thought sufficient steps 
vere taken to encourage young officers to 


roe their studies, Sir Evelyn 
Wool replied that there were no 
) 

alequate steps taken, nor was there 


any possibility of their continuing their 
studies. This evidence must be borne 
n mind when reading the somewhat 
cathing remarks of some officers with 
reference to the young officer. As re- 
sards text-books, ¢ General Ian Hamilton 
idmits that there are no text-books on 
the subject of military history; that a 
tue pencil had to be freely used to make 
the text-book on topography useful, and 
that there should be official text-books 
mall these subjects. On the subject of 
the education of the officer I will quote 
the opinion of Lord Roberts, who said— 
“It is true that the officer of the present day, 
ilthough he may pass a competitive examina- 
tion, has no inducement to work, and, if he 
vants to work, no opportunity of doing so.” 
‘0 that it is really not the fault of the 
roung officer if he does not get on. 
Thisisa questionaltogetherabove Party, 
ind if the noble Lord opposite would put 
tis Motion in another form I should be 
very glad to vote with him. It is a very 
‘rious matter to think that our young 
theers should have no opportunity of 
improving themselves in the profession 
they have taken up, but I cannot admit, 
wl have said, that an Inspector General 
8 the person to effect a very great 
econ Jt requires a great deal more 
than that. After the young officer has 
got into the Army, Dr. 
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| study theory and ground on which to be 


able to apply that theory to practice. 
Sir Evelyn Wood tells us that in many 
of the stations there is no ground on 
which they can carry out practice. It is 
a serious affair, and I urge that pressure 
should be brought .upon the Treasury 


‘for more money, not only for educational 


Maguire | 


purposes, but in order to acquire more 
ground, so that the officers can be 


/adequately trained in the business of 


their profession. All this will cost 
money. You cannot set up schools of 
instruction for young officers without 
its costing money, and you cannot draw 


| young officers away from their regiments 


Maguire tells 


for the purpose of instructing them 
without having more officers. At 


present officers dislike going away to 
schools of instruction because they know 
the amount of labour which their 
departure throws on their brother 
ofticers. Therefore, more officers will be 
required, and also a great deal of money, 
for the acquisition of more ground upon 
which to train them. 


I quite admit that the Government is 
doing a great deal. It has obtained 
several good training grounds, but there 
are many stations in England where the 
troops cannot move off the road. How 
can a cavalry officer learn the important 
duties of reconnaissance —and __ the 
Report admits that these are the most 
important duties that can fall on a 
British officer at the present time— 


without the opportunity of crossing 
country over which manceuvre rights 


have been obtained? 1 submit that the 
pressure that ought to be brought to 
bear on the Government not to 
appoint an officer with a high-sounding 
title, who may or may not be competent 
for the position, but to acquire more 
ground in the neighbourhood of military 
stations for officers and men to learn 
the business of their profession; and 

my noble and gallant triend below me 
was personally responsible, | would take 
the liberty of asking him not to be afraid 
ot the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 1 
remember the noble Marquess, whose 
departure from the high position of 
Prime Minister and Leader of this House 
we all deplore, making a speech early in 
the war in which, | will not say he 
complained of, but in which he described 


is 
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ithe power that the Treasury had in | anticipate and hope that never again yi] 
recent years obtained over all Depart-| any of us see a British Army engagej 
ments. I should like to quote a case | against such a foe as that. The condj. 
within my own memory in which a | tions of this war were so novel that, for 
Secretary of State for War was too strong | my part 1 do not believe that any 
fora Chancellor of the Exchequer. [refer | amount of scientific training would hayg 


Education. 


geond 
rould 


to Mr. W. H. Smith, who, when Secretary | enabled our Army to do better than ifft 


of State for War, successfully carried | has done. 
his point against so strong a Chancellor |I should say that the war had rathe 


If this were the proper time, 


of the Exchequer as Lord Randolph| demonstrated some deficiency in the 
Churchill, and, by sticking to his guns, training of some other parts of ourg* 


obtained 
the 


the money 


necessary 
efficiency of 


the Army. 


for| English system, and especially of o 
I do| politicians; but this is not the time 


venture to suggest that in the present|to refer to that. The Report of the’ 
state of affairs, which, I agree with the | Committee lays stress on the need off: 


noble Lord opposite, is deplorable, it is the preliminary training of candidate 


essential, for the proper education of for the Army being of a general charf- 


the young officer after he has joined acter. I do not understand how the 
the service, that proper opportunities training of schoolboys is to be anything 
should be given him of 
the profession which he has taken up; | that the general education of the county 
and in order to enable him to do so, an | in thisconnection can take care of itsel 


increase of educational establishments is | 


necessary, as well as more ground for 
training purposes. 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD : 
My Lords, I have been for nearly thirty- 
three years intimately associated with 


the training of young men forthe Army. 
As head master of Clifton College, I estab- 
lished and developed its military side ; 
as head master of Rugby, it was my | 


duty to organise the military department ; 
and as head of a college at Oxford, I 
was intimately concerned with the 
education of a good many young men 
who were hoping to become officers of 
the Army. That must be my excuse for 
venturing to detain your Lordships for 
a few minutes with some observations 
on the Report of this Committee. 
‘Committee, I take it, is one of the results 
of the South African War, and, looking 
at the very stimulative and in many 


respects admirable Report which the | 


‘Committee has presented, I venture to | say that one of the first things to be ca 


think that it is by no means the least 
~valuable result of the war. 
not seem to me to demonstrate that 
anything has occurred in the war to 
show the defects in the early training of 
the Britishofficer. Andforthisreason: The 
war has been one of an extremely novel 
character ; we have been fighting an un- 
usually brave and determined white race 
of men, all horsemen and all sportsmen, 
avith a passion for independence; and I 


Lord Harris. 


This | 


But it does | 


think of the general education of the 


studying | else but of a general nature, and I fel. 


The duty of the War Office is not to. 


| boys, but to make it very clear whi, 


| things the soldier should specially leam 


'—what languages, for instance, wha) 


'mathematics, what science, 
| draughtsmanship, what geography, what 
history, and so on—and what physic: 


aptitudes and accomplishments are ¢ 


the greatest value to him. The curricula, 


‘very carefully drawn, and the prelimin 
ary education of the officer 
|dinated to them. Here we _ have 4 
great defect. Many of my 0 
pupils have come back to tell m 
how their time at Woolwich am 


subordl 


|of the great military schools should ba 


Yoreo 
institu 


Sandhurst has been wasted by theitf.. 


being compelled to go over elementary 
work which they had done long before a 
school, under instructors who were, to saJ 
the least, as good. If there is one thin 
which is likely to extinguish the zeal of 
young man for the profession, it is th 
kind of early experience ; and therefore 


sidered is the scheme of education at th@: 


military colleges. I pass over many! 
teresting minor points, but there 1s 0! 
such valuable suggestion in the Repo 


| which deserves to be emphasised, and it" 


| that a far more liberal supply of comm! 
‘sions ought to be offered to the colonit 
|I venture to think that this isa ver 
| valuable suggestion, because our colonid 


| would be likely to contribute some of thf 


|finest officers procurable ; and, in tj; 
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rain wilgecond place, I know of nothing that 


sould be more likely to weld together 
‘Bur groups of colonies into one har- 
gonious Empire. 

The Report recommends that Woolwich 
‘Aud Sandhurst should be maintained. My 


i axperience has led me to a somewhat dif- | 


rent conclusion. My view in this matter, 


shich I venture with all humility to put | 


jefore your Lordships for what it is worth, 
sthat for any real reform of the training 
officers it is most important that both 


Woolwich and Sandhurst should be re- | 


‘Bionstituted ; and my belief is that the 


‘Best of all possible reforms would be to | 


mite them into one great military 
shool—you may call it your military 


“‘Biton if you please—governed by a body | 


‘4in which the civilian element should 
Sie strongly represented. By way of 
indicating the sort of civilian element I 
Tshould like to see on such a body, I 
‘Brould suggest that such representatives 
isthe Master of Trinity College, Cam- 
*Biridge, the Warden of All Souls’, Oxford, 
@iod perhaps a representative of my own 
wofession, might be of service on it. 
Qne great national institution such as 
| have suggested would tend to 
““Zeonomy in administration ; it would 
‘Bxure better instruction; and _ it 
Bruld bring the whole body of 
‘Baudets together and give them a know- 
‘Bidge of each other which would be of 
meat advantage to them in after life. 
Moreover, I hold that in such a great 
@ustitution you would of necessity have 
0 depend to a considerable extent on 
Wat form of self-government which 
‘Br. Arnold did so much to introduce 
xo our great public schools, and by 
of that self-government you 
_mvould introduce into the training of the 
-mereat body of your cadets an element 
thich some recent incidents at Sandhurst 
lave shown to be lacking. And, again, 
inthe course of the training in such an 
institution so governed you would find 
that the best soldiers would come to the 
ont. That is my reason for dwelling 
mith emphasis on the desirability of 
wnsidering the reconstitution and the 


it i@ iting of our great schools at Woolwich 


and Sandhurst. 


There is one point which, singularly | 


nough, has not yet been mentioned in 


i@this debate—the question of reducing | 


Most of 


the expenses of officers. 
inevitable 


four Lordships know the 
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| expenses of a young officer which falh 
'on his parents. There are, I am 
sure, no parents who grudge any 
| reasonable expenditure, but my con-- 
|viction is that we shall never get a 
real body of working officers until we 
have very radically reduced the expenses 
ef living that fall upon the young officer. 
The British Army wants working ofticers, 
and not young men with pockets full 
/of money, a strong taste for amuse- 
/ments, and social aspirations. I am 
‘convinced that if the life of officers 
/was so re-arranged as to make them 
working professional men, instead of 
amateurs, the best officers would come 
‘from homes where they have looked 
from their infancy at the pictures of 
their fighting ancestors, and they would 
be moved to devote themselves heart and 
soul to the work of their profession, with 
an ambition to do something worthy of 
their names. That is my feeling with 
regard to the question of expenses. I 
think the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on this point is far too timid ; it 
only speaks of reducing expenses in 
cavalry regiments. But there are many 
infantry regiments in which the expenses 
of officers are far greater than they 
ought to be. There is a double waste in 
this system, for it often keeps out the 
poor man who might make the best 
soldier, and diverts the rich man from 
the pursuit of his profession. 
There is another somewhat delicate 
point, which, to my mind, goes to the 
root of the whole matter. I refer to the 
question of promotion by selection, which, 
I presume, means promotion by merit, 
instead of by seniority. This is really a 
question whether officers shall have an 
open field to rise to lucrative and honour- 
able places in the Army without any help 
from social influences and connections. [ 
have ventured to say that this goes to the 
root of the matter, and, so far as I have 
been able to observe, there is a good deal 
of truth in the reports which are prevalent 
that there is no real inducement to a 
young ofticer to devote himself to his pro- 
fession with zeal and industry, because, 
without family connection and without 
being known in the higher circles of 
society, he has not an equal chance of 
showing what hecan do. It is commonly 
stated—I do not endorse the statement, 
but it is prevalent both in the Army and 
‘ outside—that an inordinate proportion of 
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opportunities, and even of distinctions, in 
the Army go to such favoured regiments 
as the Guards. 
for that complaint, it ought to be met. 


in very large proportion to persons with 
family connections, and not in due pro- 
portion to those working soldiers who, in 
far-off places in the Empire, have, if there 
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'as I venture to think we have some of 


If there is any foundation | 
; : Ob state may be no better than the first, 
It is also commonly said that positions on | 
the staff of the Army in a war are given | 


was a system under which their merit was | 


really known, shown that they are pre- 
eminently the men to occupy these 
positions. 

If these complaints are well founded, 
then I venture to say that the remedy is 
to make the military profession an open 
profession— as open as the great 
profession of medicine or of the law. 
We all turn in our moments of 
anxiety to the men who have made their 
names in the great profession of medicine, 
but in almost every case these men have 
worked their way to the front without 
any help whatever beyond their own 
industry and ability. 
the law. 
are the men who have fought for and 
won their positions in the open field. 
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the best material. Failing these reforms 
whatever else may be done, our lag 


* THe UNDER SECRETARY og 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Racian): My 
Lords, I do not propose to detain your 
Lordships verylong. This subject is one of 
the most important that could possibly be 
brought before the House. I very much 
regret that I am not in a position this 
afternoon to be able to give the noble Lord 
the information for which he asks in the 
question which forms the first part of the 
Motion on the Paper. The reason why | 


/am not in the position to do so is, very 


I turn, again, to | 
The men whocome to the front | 


briefly, as follows. There are few things 
which can be of more importance as 
regards the efficiency of the Army than 
the education of the young gentlemen who 
are candidates for entering the Army as 
commissioned officers, and also of those 
young officers who have entered the 
service of His Majesty. In this country, 
as in all other countries, there has always 
been the greatest difficulty in ensuring 


that the training of the Army does not 


That cannot be said of the military pro- | 


fession. I say nothing of my own pro- 
fession, because | am not infrequently 


reminded by those who differ from me, 


that my promotion was due to a political 
accident. I must confess that I have 
no liking for the stream of tendency 
which is turning our freedom-loving, 
industrial nation into a military empire, 
with the taint of commercial greed 
in it ; but we must have an Army. 
Let us, then, make it efficient ; and 
to make it efficient we should make it 
more democratic. ‘The three reforms— 
putting aside all the minor recommenda- 
tions—which are of primary importance 
are, firstly, the reconstitution of the great 
schools of military education in the way 
I have described; secondly, a reduction 
in the expenses of the officers of the 
Army—in other words, that we should 
close the door resolutely against the 
influences of plutocracy, so as to get the 
best working ollicers ; and, thirdly, that 
we should, by way of self-denying ordin- 
ance, insist that through all grades the 
profession of the ofticer should be 
absolutely open. !f these three main 
reforms are set on foot, we may very 


soon have the best army in the world, | 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford. 


deteriorate during peace time. In this 
country the difficulty is enhanced by the 
fact that we have to keep an enormous 
proportion of our regular forces scattered 
about in small garrisons all over the world, 
many of them in unhealthy climates in 
which much exertion is apt to bring on 
illness, and many in small islands in which 
there is noground available for manceuvres. 
In the matter of training, the Army is at 
a great disadvantage compared with the 
Navy. The Navy is practically always 
engaged in war—always at war with the 
elements. If an officer makes a mistake 
while in charge of one of His Majesty's 
ships, the mistake may be fatal both to 
the safety of the ship and the crew. 
In peace manceuvres, an officer of the 
Army may make a mistake, but that 
mistake, after all, is more or less a matter 
of opinion. General A may think the 
officer was acting wrongly, while General 
B may regard his action as quite right. 
These are matters which render the 
question of the education of otticers of 
the Army always more difficult than that 
of officers of the Navy. 


The noble Lord referred to the fact 
that it is three months since the Report 
of the Committee, presided over by Mr. 
Akers Douglas, was issued, and he seemed 
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to think that little or nothing had been | 
done in the direction which he desires 
during that period. In the first place, I | 
vould like to point out that those three 
months have been months of considerable | 
stress at the War Office. Although 

ce has been declared, I can assure 
rour Lordships from personal experience 
that the work of the War Office has by 
no means fallen off to the extent to 
rhich people who are not acquainted with 
what is going on there may imagine. A 
question so important and so far-reaching 
as this is not one to be taken up in the 
few intervals which can be devoted to it 
during the present time of strain and stress. 
The whole question is so important that 
any step which is taken should be most 
thoroughly and carefully thought out 
beforehand, and we ought to be quite 
sure that no step is taken which is 
not in the right direction. The 
question must be viewed as a whole. 
Any false step, any alteration which 
js not in the right direction, may 


calculable. I can assure your Lordships 
that the subject has not been lost sight 
of by my right hon. friend the Secre- 
tary of Suate for War. It has occupied 
a very large amount of his attention, 
and he has been almost daily engaged 
in discussing these educational matters 
with those who are best qualified to 
give him proper advice. It is the in- 
tention of the Secretary of State to 
formulate soon as he can some 
vheme which will improve the educa- 
tion of the British officer. With regard 
to the particular question to which the 
noble Lord’s Motion is directed, I 
vould point out that the subject of 
the appointment of a Director Genera! 
a Education cannot be regarded by 
itself. It must be considered as part 
af an entire scheme, and I therefore 
hope the noble Lord will not press his 
Motion. 


as 


Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, I should 
not have ventured to interpese in this 
debate were I not able to lay claim to 
ome slight knowledge of the subject 
inder discussion. About ten years ago 
lentered the Royal Military College at | 
Sandhurst as a cadet, and, since passing 
out, I have spent the greater part of 
my life in the service. I have, there- 
lore, some slight acquaintance with , 
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the educational methods at present 
in vogue in the Army. The principal 
defect that a good many officers have 
noticed in the course of instruction 
at Sandhurst is that it is of rather too 
ambitious a character. I will take one 
instance, namely, that of tactics. In 
tactics, the cadet is taught the employ- 
ment of cavalry and trained artillery ; 
he is taught how to handle a division, 
and how to wield an army corps, how 
to march his army corps to the front, 
and how to manceuvre it on coming in 
contact with the enemy. All this, and 
a great deal more, forms part of the 
instruction of cadets at Sandhurst, and 
the cadet is a little disappointed on 
joining his regiment when he is put 
back for three months recruit drill on 
the barrack square. I think that such 
an elaborate course of instruction, useful 
though it may be later in life, is hardly 
the most suitable for boys just fresh 
from school, who have probably never 
set eyes on a battery of artillery in 
marching order in their lives, and who 
have probably never seen more horses 
together in one place than at a meet of 
their local pack of hounds. I cannot 
help thinking that it would be more 
useful to give the cadet thorough in- 
struction in the duties of the ordinary 
private soldier, and to begin to inculcate 
into him some of those principles of 
military discipline which seem lately to 
have been somewhat lacking at the 
college. 

I think it is a matter for regret that 
the recommendations of the Committee 
as regards Sandhurst have not gone a 
little further in the direction in which 
they have begun. We are all, [ 
am sure, glad to hear from the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary of State for 
War that the War Office is shortly going 
to take this matter in hand, and | think, 
therefore, I might deal somewhat in 
detail with the course which the Com- 
mittee recommend. They do not really 
propose to make any very radical altera- 
tions in the course of instruction at 
Sandhurst. What they recommend, 
roughly, is that there should be more 
out-of-door work and more riding—a 
most excellent recommendation; that 
the length of the course should be ex- 
tended to two years, and that musketry 
and s gnalling should be taught. When 
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I was at Sandhurst, musketry was | 
taught, and I cannot help thinking that | 
signalling is a thing which is equally | 
well learnt with the regiment. At any | 
rate, such a smattering of signalling | 
as can be acquired at Sandhurst will | 
not be sufficient to obviate the necessity 


of going through the signalling course | 


at Aldershot. The objection against the 
present course of instruction at Sand- 
hurst is, I think, to be found in the 


Report itself. The opinion of the Com- | 
was practically unanimous in| 
University candidate. | 
That amounts practically to this, that | 
the University candidate who joins the | 
service, as a rule with no military 
training at all, becomes just as efficient | 
has had | 


mittee 


favour of the 


an officer as the man who 
eighteen months technical instruction. 
I think this is a very curious anomaly, 


and I do not suppose it exists in any, 


other 
Army. 

We see in the Report that a circular 
was sent to officers commanding regi- 
ments to ask for their opinion on the 
respective merits of the candidates who 


profession except the British 


join through the Militia and the Sand-, 
hurst cadets, and the universal opinicn | 


was that the Militia candidate made 
the better officer. J] think the reason 
for that is not far to seek. It is because 
on joining his regiment the Militia 
officer knows something of regimental 
duties. 1 think this emphasises the 
point to which, in my opinion, the 
Committee has hardly sufficiently drawn 
attention, that the school for the young 
officer should be his regiment. The ob- 
jects of military education are, I take it, 
first of all toturn out a good regimental 
officer, a secondary object being, I pre- 
sume, to give him such a groundwork 
of instruction as to enable him to learn, 
and later on to take up the duties of 
a staff officer. I do not think the 
course at Sandhurst is sufficiently de- 
voted to teaching an officer regimental 
duties. As the Report points out, when 
a cadet leaves Sandhurst he is under 
the impression that, as far as his 
technical military education is concerned, 
he has learnt all that will be required 
of him, and that is probably the case, 
as he is never likely, unless he chooses 
to go to the Staff College, to require 
very much more training than he gets 


Lord Denman. 
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at Sandhurst, in order to pass the 
examination for promotion which is the 
only further test to which he is sub- 
jected. With regard to Woolwich cadets, 
who have been on the whole favourably 
reported upon, the case is somewhat 
different. The engineer officer has to 
spend two years after he leaves Woolwich 
at the Engineering School at Chatham, 
and the artillery officer is obliged to 
| go through a course at Shoeburyness or 
the other centre. Therefore, I think 
that probably some other course will 
have to be found that goes more 
thoroughly to the root of the matter 
than the course recommended by the 
Committee. 

I should have thought that it might 
be possible to institute a new college alto- 
gether, to which officers, or at any rate 
a large proportion of the officers in the 
Army, might go after some two or three 
| years’ service, and that then they should 

learn thoroughly a good deal of what 
they are now taught at Sandhurst. It 
would then be possible to cut down the 
course at Sandhurst to one year, to 
teach a cadet thoroughly the duties of 
a private soldier, and to pay a great 
deal of attention to his physical training. 
I think that the advantages of such a 
course of instruction would be great. 
| They would ensure, in the first place, a 
|continuity of education for the young 
\officer. As the noble Lord opposite 
\(Lord Harris) pointed out, it is the 
/education subsequent to his leaving 
‘college that is, after all, the most 
|important thing. He would also have 
technical military instruction at a time 
' when he is better able to appreciate the 
value of it, and it would foster to a 
|certain extent that spirit of keenness 
‘and competition which at present, as 
| all the speakers have agreed, is absent. 
, It would also, I think, in the long run, 
| tend to raise the course of instruction 
| at the Staff College. The disadvantages, 
of course, would be that it would take 
away an officer for a year, or a year 
and a half, from his regiment, and, no 
doubt, that is always a bad thing, be- 
| cause it puts the regimental duty on the 
| other officers. The other great objection, 
/no doubt, would be the expense. Of 
course, that is a serious question, and one 
_which meets people who deal with Army 
| questions at every turn. But it is 
| 
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surely not unreasonable to expect that a | 
Government which js going to spend | 
such large sums on the general educa- | 
tion of the country, and which is at} 
present devoting so much time and | 
trouble to the piloting of an Education | 
Bill through Parliament, should make 
some adequate provision for the educa- 
tion of officers in the Army. I think 
the whole tendency in the Army is to 
teach men a little of a great many sub- | 
jects, but to teach them nothing very 
well. I believe that in most other 
professions special knowledge is almost 
a necessity, and it is special knowledge | 
which is, after all, of the utmost value. 
I will take the case of topography. I 
do not think our generals in South 
Africa can have thought very much of 
the capacity of the officers who served 
under their command to make maps 
or sketches, because there were so 
very few indeed made of the country; 
andl am afraid that there are not many 
officers in the Army, either serving 
with their regiments or on the staff, 
who would be able to turn out a really 
accurate road sketch at the pace at which 
a column is marching. When I was in 
South Africa, and trekking along roads 
where columns had been before, I was 
often obliged to risk valuable lives in 
finding out information which I ought 
to have had given me ona map. I hope 
that when the War Office does deal with 
this question they will take a wide and 
broad-minded view of it, and not content 
themselves with renovating antiquated 
methods and tinkering up _ institutions 
which are themselves so sadly in need of 
drastic reform. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, I 
am sure we all desire to congratulate the 
noble Lord who has just sat down, on 
his first speech in this House. It was an 
interesting as well as a useful speech. 
[am very glad to hear from the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for War that 
this subject has not been lost sight of 
by the War Office. We all recognise the 
great amount of work which the War 
Utice and the noble Lord himself have 
to do, and it is unreasonable to expect, 
particularly in this hot weather, that as 
aimeans of relaxation they should turn 
their attention to the carrying out of the 
recomméndations of the Committee on 
Military Education. Pleasant as 
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noble Lord’s speeches always are in form, 
I am bound to say that tonight his speech 
was a little disappointing in substance. I 
think it is a pity that he is going to resist 
this Motion, the area of which is, after 
all, limited to a very smal] point, on 
which we are all agreed. I would suggest 
to my noble friend that in order to secure 
the acceptance of this Motion, and to save 
this important debate from ending up in 
the newspapers with the words “ the sub- 
ject then dropped,” he should take out 


| the word “ deplorable,” and should make 


the Motion end at the word “report.” 
I cannot agree that the regimental 
officer is the ignorant person he is 
made out to be. What you have to 
remember is that after a certain age 
people have to educate themselves. 
In the journey of life we are divided into 
people who are inclined to forget and 
people who are inclined to learn, and [ 
do not think the appointment of an 
Inspector General would make much 
difference in that. As has been said, 
this is not a Party question, and I think 
that if the noble Lord will amend his 
Motion in the way I have suggested it 
will be acceptable to the House. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I think the 
feeling must be general that it would be 
impossible for us to accept the Motion in 
the form in which the noble Lord 
opposite placed it on the Paper. This 
Report covers an immense deal of 
ground. It deals not only with the 
antecedent education received by our 
officers, and with the intermediate 
education which they receive at 
the Royal Military College and 
the Royal Military Academy, but also 
with that, as I think, far more 
important education and training which 
they receive after obtaining their com- 
missions. It would be out of the 
question that after the few weeks during 
which this Report has been in our hands 
we should at this moment announce 
to the House in detail the steps that we 
intend to take in order to give effect 
to any part of its recommendations. 
But if the noble Lord will be content to 
stop at the word “report,” as proposed 
by Lord Ribblesdale, to substitute for 
the words ‘‘ immediate steps’ some such 


U. 








499 Military 


words as “the earliest possible steps,” 
and to leave out the word “ deplorable,” 
then we might very well agree to the 
Motion. But the speech in which the 
noble Lord opposite commenced the debate 
renders it absolutely necessary that 
I should inflict a few words on your 
Lordships’ House. The noble Lord traced 
the failure of our system of military 
education more especially to the fact 
that in the year 1899, when I had 
charge of the War Office, we abolished 
the office of Director General of Military 
Education. Some of the noble Lord’s 
criticisms show how necessary it is 
to examine matters of this kind with 
a little more care than he bestowed on 
this part of the subject. 

What were the facts with regard to 
the abolition of the office of Director 
General of Military Education? A 
vacancy occurred in that office, and 
it became my duty to consider whether 
a new appointment should be made. 
The office had existed for a considerable 
number of years, and I suggest, for the 
noble Lord’s consideration, that, if during 
these years military education has been 
as deficient as he believes it to have been, 
if Sandhurst has got into a bad way, 
if the Civil Service examinations are not 
what they should be, this at any rate 
shows that the existence of the office 
of Director General did not afford a 
guarantee against that deterioration of 
our educational system in the Army 


which the noble Lord so much 
deplores. The position of the Director 
General was this. He had the charge 
oi the whole of military education, 


including the Army schools, at which 
the children of private soldiers are 
educated, everything from that up to 
the examinations for promotion to the 
rank of Field Officer. The Director 
General was not under the military side 
of the War Office, but he was an official 
subordinate to the Secretary for War— 
an arrangement which, as the Com- 
mittee point out, had the effect of 
accentuating the distinction between 
military training and military educa- 
tion which we all desire to efface 
as much as possible. To the best of 
my belief. it was not always possible to 
discover for that high office an incum- 
hent possessing any special aptitude for 
dealing with educational problems. | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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will not put itmorestrongly thanthat. | 
made inquiry into the work conducted 
in the Director General’s office, and | 
came to the conclusion that a different 
distribution was desirable. We separated 
that part of the work which concerns 
the Army schools from the rest, and we 
put the education of officers under the 


Military Secretary, the training oj 
officers being under the Adjutant 
General. That arrangement had the 


effect of bringing the training and the 
education together and placing them 
both within the immediate ken of the 
Commander-in-Chief and the high 
military authorities of the War Office. 
In my belief it would have been quite 
impossible to have found, in or outside 
the office, any official more competent to 
take charge of military education than 
the then Military Secretary, Sir Coleridge 
Grove, an officer with a brilliant Univer. 
sity career, who has seen service in the 
field, who has filled many important 
appointments at headquarters, and whe 
enjoyed in the highest degree the confi- 
dence of the Commander-in-Chief. We 
associated with Sir Coleridge Grove 
a very able officer, Colonel Delavoye, whe 
had for a long time been in special charge 
of educational questions under the Director 
General. I am prepared to say that that 
arrangement, although it may, perhaps. 
not have been a perfect arrangement. 
was a very much better one than the 
arrangement which it replaced. I think, 
if the noble Lord will refer to the Report 
of the Committee, he will see that that 
isso. In fact, think it would be correct 
to say that if at this moment you were 
to give Colonel Delavoye a step in rank, 
and associate with him that Advisory 
Board for which the noble Lord did not 
particularly press, you would have th 
arrangement which the Committee 
desires to see introduced. I believe it 
was a better arrangement in theory as | 
believe it was a better arrangement in 
practice, and I am almost tempted to 
say that one of the consequences of the 
change was the appointment of this 
Committee. I say what I know when | 
tell your Lordships that Sir Coleridge 
Grove, after taking stock of the educa- 
tional arrangements which he found m 
existence, came to the conclusion, which 
he recorded in a Minute, that a Committe 


of this kind on which the public schods 
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and universities would be represented, 
was necessary in order to get to the 
bottom of these educational problems ; 
and, although it is possible that my right 
hon. colleague would have appointed this 
Committee whether Sir Coleridge Grove 
recommended it or not, it was certainly 
from Sir Coleridge Grove that the 
Motion for the appointment of some 
such Committee as this first proceeded. 
There is another result of the change 
which I should point out. I doubt 
very much whether, if the old arrange- 
ment had remained in force, it would 
have been possible for the War Office to 
provide the large extra number of 
oficers of whom we stood in need when 
the great demand created by the war 
came upon us. The figures are striking. 
In 1896, the year in which I went to the 
War Office, there were just over 500 first 
appointments to the Army; in 1899 the 
number had risen to 1,000; in 1900 
to 2,274 officers. I maintain that, if 
at that time of stress you had had two 
diferent officials, the one responsible | 
ior testing the fitness of candidates and 
the other for appointing and selecting 








them, it would have been impossible 
to bring that great number of young | 
oficers into the Army as rapidly and as | 
smoothly as we did. The change was, | 
I need not say, not made for economical | 
considerations. These did not enter 
into our minds atall. It was suggested 
by the noble Lord that we had econo- 
mised in the rewards for foreign lan- 
guages. It is true that the sum taken 
four or five years ago was £4,000, and 
that it fell to £1,000. Why? Because 
the number of officers who came for- 
ward to claim these grants was not 
sufficient to absorb the £4,000. We 
did what is always done—namely, to 
inlude in the Estimates for the 
coming year a sum corresponding to 
that which had been actually spent in 
the past year. 

[am not going to enter into the details 
of the Report of the Committee. It 
contains a good many statements and 
recommendations which, in my opinion, 
require a great deal of careful consider- 
ition before we can venture to act 
upoo them. I hope,in regard to what is 
called antecedent education, that we 





shall be slow to give up the principle 
which has hitherto been accepted by 





successive Governments, that we should 
endeavour to attract to the Army the 
best young men from our great public 
schools. ‘Lhat principle was laid down 
by Lord Dufferin’s Commission many 
years ago, and we have acted upon it 
consistently. If the best lads we can 
get from the public schools are not 
good enough for us, that suggests 
to my mind the idea that there is 
something not quite right with the edu- 
cation given in the public schools them- 
selves ; and I trust that the learned head- 
masters who have given us so much valu- 
able and admirable advice, which we shall 
take to heart, will turn their eyes to- 
wards matters nearer home, and consider 
whether they cannot do something in 
their own schools to bring up a race of 
lads better grounded for the great pro- 
fession of arms. Certainly in the case of 
Sandhurst there is a great deal to be 
done; and I am able to say that long 
before the incidents which have lately 
taken place there, my right hon. colleague 
had fully made up his mind that radical 
changes, both in the personnel and in the 
system of Sandhurst were inevitable. 
There remains the third branch of mili- 


| tary education, which seems to me by far 


the most important of all—I mean the 
training which the officer receives in his 
regiment, an education which, to my mind, 
should never stop from the day he receives 
his commission, until the day he goes on 
half-pay. It seems to me that by far the 
heaviest count in this indictment is that 
which suggests to us that that particular 
branch of the officer’s education has been 
grievously neglected. I believe the raw 
material we get is good enough. If the 
manufactured article does not turn out 
as well as it might, I am afraid it is 
because there is something wrong in the 
process of manufacture. To my mind 
the mill in which that manufacture should 
go on is the regiment ; and if it is the 
case, as we are constantly told, that it is 
bad form for young officers to pay atten- 
tion to the details of his profession, if it 
is true that their brains are allowed to 
lie fallow between one examination and 
another, if the indolent and ignorant 
are advanced and the meritorious are 
not recognised, and if extravagant habits 
prevail, 1 say that the remedy is to be 
careful in the choice of the men to whom 
you give the command of reriments, 
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and to be ruthless if you find that | we expect now a great deal more of 
they do not do their duty by the officers | every officer in the Army than we ever 
under their command. expected before. The conditions of war 

But I believe that these allegations,|in the present day require qualities 
so easily and glibly made, are to a great | which were not expected of the old race 
extent exaggerated. With all their of officers. I saw lately a most interest. 
faults, my Lords, our young officers at | ing statement to this effect—that at 
the present day, in point of character,' the battle of Waterloo, 68,000 British 
manliness, and good physique, will bear | troops were extended over a front of 
comparison with their predecessors at | only three miles,andthat at the battle 
any period in the history of the Army ;/| of Diamond Hilla British force of 40,000 
and, although there is a great deal of|men was extended over a front of no 


Military 


room for improvement, I believe that | 
they take more interest in, and thought | 
for, their profession than was the case | 
twenty or forty years ago. Merit may | 
not always, perhaps, work its way to the | 
front, but it has a much better chance | 
of doing so than it had when it was the | 
power of the purse which bought a man 
his rank in the Army. If I wanted 
proof of that I would ask your Lordships 
to consider how admirably these officers 
acquit themselves when the opportunity 
is giventothem. I will not repeat what | 
has been said about their behaviour in | 
the South African war, but I ask you to | 
consider what the Indian Army—whose | 
representatives we have been admiring 
so much lately—owes to the handful of 
British officers who are placed in charge | 
of every regiment ; and what does not 
the Egyptian Army, regenerated by 
British officers, owe to them? All over | 
the world, wherever there are irregular | 
levies, military police, and those impro- | 
vised forces on which we have so often | 
to rely, there you find the young officer 
who gets a chance rising to the occasion 
and making an indelible mark on the 
people placed under him. 
One other illustration, 
vow of the number of officers now 
employed extra regimentally in the) 
Colonies and in different parts of the 
Empire. If we do not appreciate 
our officers, other people do. Ten 
years ago there were only sixty-two | 
British officers on extra regimental 
employment of this kind. At this! 
moment there are no less than 525, and | 
the demand is continually increasing. It | 
is a demand from nr | 
obliged to take these officers, but who 
come as suppliants to beg for these men, 


[ spoke just 


less than 23 miles. What does that 
mean? It means that not only brigade 
is separated from brigade by a great 
distance, but battalion from battalion, 
company from company, section from 
section, and manfrom man ;andinfighting 
in these conditions you must have in 
your officers qualities of decision and 
self-reliance which were undreamt of in 
the philosophy of the older race. They 
are qualities which no examination, and 
which not even rows of Directors-General, 
will discover for you. They can be im- 
parted only by men who possess those 
qualities themselves, and who owe their 
high position to the fact that they 
possess them. I believe that such men 


do exist in the British Army ; and if, as 


the result of this Report, they are given 
a wider scope and a greater opportunity 
of making their influence felt, its pages 
will not have been written in vain. 


*LorpD MONKSWELL: I am much 
obliged to the noble Marquess for his 
suggestion, and I shall the more cheer- 
fully amend my Motion in accordance 


| with that suggestion because he, 
unlike the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary, gave me some valuable 


information as to the attitude the 
Government are going to adopt in the 
matter of military education. He said 
that Colonel Delavoye will probably 
have a step in rank. 


THE Marquess or LANDSDOWNE: | 
said that if Colonel Delavoye were given 
a step in rank the arrangement would 
be very much what the Committee 


e who are not | recommends. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I hope Colonel 





because there is no one else who can do} Delavoye will be given a step in rank 

their work so well, and if we are sometimes | because, as the Committee point out, it 

disappointed, do not let us forget that \8 impossible that a colonel should have 
The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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505 Unopposed Private 
guthority in educational matters over 
the Governors of Sandhurst 
Woolwich. My point is that there 
should be some central body for educa- | 


{17 Juty 1902} 


Bill Business. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. 
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and OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL, 


tion, and the noble Marquess suggests | SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAMROAD 
BILL. 


that something in the nature 
Council of Military Education should be | 
set up. 
not, {am quite certain that there must 
bea central body. 


of aj 


With regard to the | 


amount given for languages I regret that I | 


was misled, 
Marquess’s explanation. 
amended, will read as follows— 


“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
arliest possible steps should be taken with a 
view to remedy the state of things disclosed in 
the report of the Committee on Military 
Education.” 

On Question, resolved in the 


affirmative. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Seven o'clock, till to- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Thursday, 17th July, 1902. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMA AN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 


(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


and I accept the noble 
My Motion, as | 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 


But whether that be done or | agreed to. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [Lorpbs] 
(KinG’s Consent SIGNIFIED). 
Read a third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


| MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 


'ABERDEEN SUBURBAN 


[LorDs]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Read a second time ; to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


| PORTPATRICK AND WIGTOWNSHIRE 


| (Scotland) Act, 


JOINT RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMA- 

TION. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
1899, relating to the 


Portpatrick and Wigtownshire Joint 


| Railway, ordered to be brought in by 


the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 


| General for Scotland. 


PORTPATRICK AND WIGTOWNSHIRE 
JOINT RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 


“To confirm a Provisional Order under 


the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
' land) Act, 1899, relating to the Portpatrick 


/sented accordingly ; 


and Wigtownshire Joint Railway,” pre- 
and, under 62 and 


| 63 Vic., cap. 47, sec. 7 (2), ordered to be 
considered upon Monday next. 


case of the following Bills, originating | 


in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No, 2) Bill [Lords]. 
_ Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time tomorrow. 





MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL BILL [Lorps], 


WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT 
[Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BILL 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to 


| lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lorps]. BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro-| Petitions for alteration: From Lower 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie | Darwen; Rye; Burnage ; Tintwistle ; Hyde; 
upon the Table. Hollingworth ; King Somborne ; Shrews. 

Bill to be read the third time tomorrow, | bury; Melbourne ; Rushden ; Hanley ; East 
and West Challow ; East Hendred ; Spars. 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) | holt; Wantage ; West Bromwich (three) ; 
BILL [Lorps]. Cowes ; Southampton; Lewes; Oxford 

‘~ Reported, without Amendment [Pro- (three); Manchester ; Miles Platting ; 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to Penmon ; Clothall ; Litton ; Newark ; Black. 
lie upon the Table. , burn (two); Gittisham ; and Eccles; to 


cP lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. P 
GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Trade Pro- 


P tection Society, against ; to lie upon the 
> ™ v2 oe ’ 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- | papie 


visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 


lie upon the Table. LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 
Bill to be read the third time tomorrow. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lorps]. 


Petitions from St. Pancras, in favour: 
to lie upon the ‘Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


{LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 





| 
HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps], LAND LAW IRELAND ACT, 1887 

TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lops]. | a a 
Reported, without Amendment ; Re Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
i3 ’ < > “ 


: Notices filed during the quarter ended 
eto lie upon the Table, and to be | 30th June, 1902 {by Command] ; to lie 


upon the Table. 
WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
: aa A | LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT, 1901-2. 
aueee:  gga AYS | Return presented, relative thereto 
: [ordered 17th June ; Mr. Grant Lawson); 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | [No. 274.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | RAILWAY RETURNS. 

That they have agreed to: Rothesay | Copy presented, of Return as to the 
Tramways {(Extension) Order Confirma- | Capital, Traffic Receipts, and Working 
tion Bill, without Amendment; East | Expenditure, ete., of the Railway Com- 
Worcestershire Water Bill, North Metro- | panies of the United Kingdom for the 
politan Electric Power Supply Bill, | year 1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
Cleethorpes Improvement Bill, with) the Table. — 

Amendments. 





ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lorps]. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. | [ordered 16th July ; Mr. Gerald on 
Petition of the Seottich Trade Pro-|** lie upon the Table, and to be printe 


PETITIONS. 


| 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| 


7 : ; '{No. 275 
tection Society, in favour; to lie upon | [No. 275.] 
the Table. | GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | TION (No. 1) BILL [Lorps}. 
BILL. Return presented, relative thereto 


Petitions against : From Scarborough ; [ordered 16th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour) ; 
Ledbury ; South Shields (three); and | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Manchester ; to lie upon the Table. | [No. 276.] 
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509 Questions. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- | 
TION (No. 2) BILL [Lorps]. 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
ordered 16th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
No. 277.] | 


EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION OF GUN- | 
POWDER ON REGISTERED PREMISES 
AT MARPLE, NEAR STOCKPORT). 
Copy presented, of Report by Captain | 

\. B. Lloyd, His Majesty’s Inspector of | 
Explosives, to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, on the circum- 
stances attending an explosion of gun- 
powder which took place on_ the 
registered premises of Messrs. James 
lee & Sons, New Road, Marple, on 
the 26th April, 1902 [by Command] ; to 
je upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
Copy presented, of Despatch by 
General Lord Kitchener, dated lst June, 
1902, relative to military operations in| 
South Africa [by Command]; to lie! 
upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 


Accounts presented, of all Deposits 
received and paid during the year ended 
3lst December, 1901, and of the Sums 
received and paid by the National Debt 
Commissioners on account of the Fund 
for the Post Office Savings Banks in the | 
ame year [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 278.] 


(IVIL SERVICES AND RKVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES, 1902-3). 

Estimate presented, of the further 
‘ums required to be voted for the ser- 
vice of the year ending 31st March, 1903 
‘by Command]; referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed, 
No. 279.] 
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2. Royal University of Ireland, Copy 
of Account of Receipts and Expendi- 
ture of the Royal University of 
Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1902, together with the Re- 
port of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to be 
printed. |No. 281.] 


FISHING PIERS (IRELAND). 

Return ordered, ‘giving the amount 
of public money spent on the repair or 
construction of Fishery Piers in Ireland, 
specifying the amount spent in each 
county, since the year 1850, stating the 
Act or Acts of Parliament under which 
the several expenditures have been made, 
also whether the funds so spent have 
been derived from Irish or from Imperial 


sources, and whether by way of grant or 


by way of loan; and, in the latter case, 


/on what terms as to interest and repay- 


ment.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Ben Nevis Observatory. 

Sir JOHN STIRLING -MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College): To ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that 
the observatory on the summit of Ben 
Nevis is about to be abandoned on 
account of want of funds; whether 
any application has been made through 
the Scottish Office for assistance for 
the observatory from the public purse ; 
and whether, if such application has 
been refused, he will state the grounds 
of the refusal. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) I 
have seen the memorandum issued by 
the directors of the Ben Nevis and 
Fort William Observatories announc- 
ing the imminent discontinuance of 


these - establishments through lack of 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2854 to 2856 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. | 

Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House, 

1. Caledonian Canal, Copy of Ninety- 

seventh Report of the Commis- | 
sioners [by Act]; to be printed. | 
[No. 280.] 


‘ 


funds. No application for Government 
assistance has reached the Scottish 
Office. 

Waima Arbitration. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state if the 
Waima award has been received, or will 
be received in the course of the day. 
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(Answered ly Lord Cranborne.) The 
award of the arbitrator in the Waima 
case was communicated to His Majesty’s 
Minister at Brussels on the 15th instant. 


British Vice-Consulship at Montreux— 
Candidature of Mr. Ames. 


Questions. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask | 


the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that Mr. 
Ames was among the British subjects 
who were applicants for the post of 
British Vice-Consul at Montreux; and 
that he was recommended by the British 
Minister ; and, seeing that no British 
subject who applied for the fpost ..was 
found to be duly qualified for it, will he 
state in what respect Mr. Ames was not 
duly qualified ; and what are the due 
qualifications for the post. 


(Answered by Lord Cranborne.) I am 
aware that Mr, Ames was an appli- 
cant for the post of British Vice-Consul 
at Montreux; it is not the case that 
he was recommended by the British 
Minister; and the information which 
reached the Foreign Office induced the 
Secretary of State to think that he was 
not the candidate best qualified for the 
post. 

Aden Defences—Expenditure. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for [India if 
he will state what sum has been ex- 
pended on the defences of Aden since 
they were initiated in 1882. 

(Answered by Secretury Lord George 
Hamilton.) About £400,000. 


Pauper Sick—Anesthetics in Surgical 
Operations—Payment to Medical Officer. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he will explain why, junder regulations 
of the Local Government Board, no pro- 
vision whatever has been made for the 
administration of anesthetics when 
operations have to be performed by Poor 
Law medical officers on sick paupers at a 
distance from a hospital or workhouse 
infirmary ; and why no alteration has 
been made in the scale of fees allowed 
for special operations performed by Poor 
Law medical officers since the year 1847, 
many important operations, which have 
now become general, not having been 
added to the original list. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Answered by Mr. Long.) The first 
matter referred to in the Question has 
been dealt with by the Local Govern. 
ment Board by means of a circular letter 
which they issued to Boards of Guardians 
in November, 1894. In that letter the 
Board recommended that, under ordinary 
circumstances, a case in which a serious 
operation was required, should not be 
treated in a workhouse or at the patient's 
home, but should be sent to a public 
hospital. They stated, however, that in 
any case, when the latter course was not 
practicable, or when the operation was 
not of a serious character, they were 
prepared, if an anzsthetic was required, 
to consider an application from the 
Guardians for sanction to the payment 
to the medical officer of a reasonable 
sum in respect of any assistance which 
it was necessary for him to obtain in 
connection with the administration of 
the anesthetic, or of other cost incurred 
in connection with its use. It has been 
the invariable practice of the Board to 
give their sanction to reasonable pay- 
ments proposed to be made by Boards 
of Guardians to medical officers in cir- 
cumstances of the kind referred to. [| 
am not aware that difficulties have been 
experienced in connection with the 
scale of fees to Poor Law medical officers 
for operations, but if representations are 
made to me showing that alterations 
are required, I shall be willing to give 
the subject careful consideration. At 
the same time I would repeat that, under 
ordinary circumstances, serious operations 
should not be treated in a workhouse 
or at the patient’s home, but should be 
sent to a public hospital. 


Municipal (Non-County) Boroughs— 
Statistics. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he can give the 
number of municipal boroughs which 
contained, according to the last census, a 
population of under 2,000 inhabitants, ot 
the number containing between 2,000 
and 5,000, between 5,000 and 10,000, 
10,000 and 30,000, and the number 
containing over 30,000 inhabitants ; and 
also the number of municipal boroughs 
other than county boroughs having a 
population exceeding that of the urban 


district of Merthyr Tydvil. 
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(Answered by Mr. Long.) The number | 
of municipal boroughs, other than county | 
boroughs, in England and Wales, accord- | 
ing to the last census, was as follows: | 
under 2,000 inhabitants, 12 ; between | 
2,000 and 5,000, 56; between 5,000 and | 
10,000, 44; between 10,000 and 30,000, 
90; over 30,000 inhabitants, 48. There | 
are 67 county boroughs. All but one of | 
these have a population of over 30,000. | 
None of the municipal boroughs in| 
England and Wales, other than county | 
boroughs, has a population exceeding | 
that of the urban district of Merthyr | 
Tydvil, although there are eight other | 
urban districts with a greater population. | 
Royal Marines—Supersession of aiGeneral 

:Officer, 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether a general officer, Royal Marines, 
hasgrecently been retired from the staff 
as being mentally unfit; and whether 
his name is still retained on the active 
list in contravention of the Order in 
Council governing such cases. 

(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
general officer referred to has been 
superseded in his appointment owing to 
asevere attack of mental depression, from 
which it is thought he may recover in 
about six months time. As he has not 
vet been found to be permanently 
incapacitated for further service, the 
question of his retirement from the 
active list under the Order in Council 
does not arise. 


Ireland—Alleged Police Assault at 
Kingscourt, Cavan. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on the 28th of February 
last, Constable Kevelehan, of the Kings- 
court, County Cavan, Police Station, 
assaulted and robbed a man named John 
M‘Mahon; and will he say whether an 
inquiry has been held into that case ; 
and, if so, will he state the result. 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
constable did not assault and rob this 
man. But he found him drunk on the 
street, a bottle containing whisky lying 
beside him. The man was convicted of | 
drunkenness, and had several times 
previously been convicted of a similar 
offence. 


{17 Jury 1902} 
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Maintenance Charge of a Police Sergeant 
Declared Insane. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief,Secretary,to the 


Questions. 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a police sergeant stationed 
/at Booterstown, County Dublin, was on 
Saturday last declared to be insane 


by a local doctor, and was subsequently 
transferred to the Richmond Lunatic 
Asylum ; and whether a portion of the 
cost of maintaining Sergeant Morrow 
will be levied on the counties which 
contribute to the maintenance of the 
Richmond Asylum. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
facts are as stated in the first part ot 
the Question. If the ex-sergeant has 
become a pauper inmate of the asylum, 
the ‘Treasury grant in aid of his 
maintenance at the rate of 4s. per week 
will be payable. Any excess payment 
incurred in respect of his maintenance 
will be contributed from local sources. 


Labourers’ Cottages—Application of 
D. Forde of Tincoora. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, Co. N.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can say why a 
labourer, Denis Forde, of Tincoora 
Division, Kanturk Union, was refused a 
cottage and plot of ground at the recent 
inquiry, in view of the fact that the 
application was not opposed by the 
occupant of the farm of South Glynn. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) ‘The 
inspector was unable to recommend the 
acquisition of the site selected, as it was 
mainly rock, and quite unsuitable for 
the purposes of the Labourers’ Act. 


Education of Non-English-Speaking Irish. 

Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): Toask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Census Returns just 
issued for the County of Galway show 
that 9,442 inhabitants of that county 
cannot speak English; and whether he 
would state what provision is made for 
the education of this minority of the 
population, 4,000 of whom are of an age 
to attend school. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham). The 
figures in the first part of the Question 
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are correct. Of these, the number of 
children between three and eighteen 
years of age is 2,458. The Commuission- 
ers of National Education _ prescribe 
courses in which teachers who desire 
to show their proficiency in Irish may 
be examined. Courses are also _pre- 
scribed for pupils in Irish, and special 
fees on a liberal scale are awarded to 
approved teachers of Irish. An _ in- 
spector is employed whose special func- 


tion is to supervise the teaching of | 


Irish, including the examination of 


schools inSwhich the language is taught. | 


The Commissioners further desire that 
where there are Irish-speaking pupils in 
a school,the teachers shall, when practic- 
able, employ the vernacular as an aid 
to the elucidation and acquisition of the 
English language, and inspectors are at 
liberty to employ the vernacular in the 
conduct of their examination. 


Pensions for Relatives of Officers Killed 
while on Probation. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will arrange that an officer 
on probation killed in action shall be 
considered ipso facto to have qualified 


himself for a commission, and that in | 


such cases promotion shall be given after 
death and a pension awarded to the re- 


latives of the deceased ; and, ifso, whether | 


he will make this order retrospective, to 
cover the period of the South African 
War. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) I 


will give the question careful considera- , 


tion, but I cannot hold out great hopes 
of such a concession, as I am afraid that 
the change in practice involved would be 
considerable. 


Presteign Rifle Range. 

Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the fatal 
accident which recently occurred on the 
rifle range at Presteign, and in view of 
the unprotected nature of that range, he 
willfgive instructions to have the range 
stopped as being a danger to the public. 


(Answered hy "Mr. Secretary | Brodrick.) 
The matter has been referred to the 
General Officer Commanding to take 
any necessary action. 
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| Cornwallis Charity, Carmarthenshire, 

| Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
| Boroughs): To ask the hon. Member 
for the Tonbridge Division of Kent, 
as a Charity Commissioner, in view 
of the fact that the scheme published 
inj July, 1896, for the Cornwallis Charity, 
Carmarthenshire, which was amended in 
that year by the Charity Commissioners, 
was not opposed by either of the in- 
terested parishes of Llansadwrn and 
Llanwrda, if he will say by whom tha 
scheme was opposed’; and, seeing that 
the then Assistant Commissioner com- 
pleted his inquiry in November, 1898, 
will he explain the reason of the delay 
which has caused no scheme to be 
adopted for four years after the comple- 
tion of the inquiry, and two years after 
the Report has been printed ; and will he 
state whether the funds connected with 
this charity have been found in order 
and what they amount to; and whether 
any, and, if so, what amount is now 
employed yearly in relief of local rates. 


(Answered by Mr. Griffith Beseawen.) 
(1) The main reason of the delay which 
has taken place in the establishment 
of a scheme under the Charitab!e Trusts 
Acts for the Cornwallis Charity is the 
refusal of the trustees of the Charity to 
apply for a scheme. The Commissioners 
have no power under those Acts to 
establish a scheme for a charity, the 
yearly income of which exceeds £50, 
except on an applicationfrom the trustees. 
This application the trustees refused to 
make, and their refusal rendered it 
necessary for the Commissioners to bring 
the matter before the Chancery Division 
of the High Court. On a summons 
being issued against them on behalf of 
the Attorney General, the trustees made, 

inthe spring of 1901, the required applica- 
tion. The Commissioners immediately 
took steps to prepare a scheme, a draft 
of which is now, and has for some time 
been, before the trustees for their con- 
sideration. Some delay has also been 
caused by the difficulty of dealing with 
the claims of the patron of the almshouses. 
(2) So far as the Commissioners have 
been able to ascertain, the property of 
the Charity is duly vested and secured. 
(3) The gross yearly income of that 
property-is about £267. (4) No part of 
|the income is directly applied to the 
'relief of local rates. (5) The scheme 
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published in July, 1896, was opposed by Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
the trustees of the Charity, but objections, WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
to some of its provisions were also made | ford): It is intended to grant the 
by the Parish Council of Llansadwrn, the , Victoria Cross to the representatives of 
School Board of Llansadwrn, and the | those who have been killed during the 
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Parish Meeting of Llanwrda. 


[2.15.] QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Answers to 2 + iaamaaaa of | 
isters. | 


Prior to the arrival of the Prime) 
Minister, and referring to the absence | 
of the right hon. Gentleman at the} 
moment a Question addressed to him | 


was reached, | 


Mr.'SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) | 
addressing the Speaker, said—You called | 
me to order yesterday for commenting in | 
a disorderly way on the absence of | 
Ministers. May I ask you, Sir, what is | 
the orderly way of drawing attention to 
the absence of Ministers ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is possible that the | 
hon. Member may himself discover an | 
orderly way. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR immediately 


afterwards entered the House. 


South Africa—Government Legislative 
Proposals. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether the Government 
contemplates the introduction of any legis- 
lation respecting affairs in South Africa | 
during the present session. 


THE PRIME MINISTER ayp FIRST | 
LORD or tae TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.) : No, Sir; not 
before the Adjournment of the House. 


South African War—Victoria Cross—Dis- | 
|say why Colonel St. Quentin was not 
' called as a witness at the trial in Dublin 
|of the Secretary of State for War ». 


tribution to Relatives of Deceased 
Soldiers. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether any record is intended to be 
made, or anything to be done, for the 
memory, of those who have been killed 
In action in the war under circum- 
stances which, had they lived, would 
have entitled them to a V.C. or other 
distinction. 


war in the performance of acts of 
gallantry which, in the opinion of the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa, 
would have entitled them to the 
decoration had they survived. 


Censorship. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, if he will 
say why Sir Edward Hulse, Bart., has 

een appointed to the position of 
Military Press Censor in South Africa, 
having regard to the fact that peace has 


| been established. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As I informed the 
House recently, the censorship has been 
maintained over press cablegrams. 
Iam not aware of the particular appoint- 


| ment referred to. 


Remounts—The Studdert Case. 
Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can inform the House why 
the Studdert case was compromised ; 
and whether the defendants could have 

been prosecuted on another charge. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if 


_ he will state whether Colonel St. Quentin 
'is the member of the 


Imperial Yeo- 
manry Committee, whose duty it 
was to inspect the remounts for the 
South African War, who made the 
arrangement with Major Studdert for 
the purchase by him of horses in Ireland 
for the South African War; and will he 


Studdert and others. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he was aware of the terms under 
which the action of the Secretary 
of State for War v. Studdert, for 


fraudulent breach of contract as agent 
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and trustee, was compromised by the | any such understanding as my hon. 
Solicitor General for Ireland as counsel | friend refers to in the Question ; but, in 
for the War Office, and did he personally answer to a Question by the hon. 
assent thereto; and, if so, will he state; Member for East Aberdeenshire, the 
the grounds on which his assent was | then Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
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based. ~ 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to these 
Questions, I am afraid that I am not yet in 
a position to add anything to my answer 
of yesterday, but I hope to give an 
answer on Tuesday next. I may, how- 
ever, say that no pledge of any kind has 
been given as to civil proceedings in 
reference to the remaining horses, or as 
to prosecution of individuals. 


Tientsin. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | 


shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the proposed conditions 


for the evacuation of Tientsin have been , 


further modified ; and, if he can state to 


the House in what position they now | 


stand. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY or STATE | 


FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): His Majesty’s Minister 
reports 
dissolution of the Provisional Govern- 


ment have been further modified in a_ 
sense favourable to China; amongst | 


other modifications the distance within 


which Chinese troops may not approach | 
| whether he has any reason to doubt 
| the bona fide nature of the transaction; 
‘and, seeing that the difference betwen a 


the Foreign Troops garrisoning Tientsin 
has been reduced to about six miles. 
A Note embodying these conditions, 


signed by the Ministers of those Powers | 
having representatives on the Provisional | 
Government, was sent in to the Chinese | 
| shipowner and not the shipper bears the 


Government on the 14th instant. 


Orkney Foreshore Fishing. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, in view of the 
understanding given in 1899 that there 
should be no further sales of Crown 
rights in foreshore fishing by the Com- 


foreshore fishing in Orkney which has 
been made at a small rent. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


that the conditions for the 


'to pay the duty. 


stated on 16th May, 1899, that in 
| ordinary cases the Commissioners of 
| Woods invariably declined to sell Crown 
| rights of salmon fishing in Scotland, and 
| that sales are made only where there are 
very exceptional circumstances. The 
circumstances connected with the one 
/ease in Orkney in which an agreement 
‘has been made for the sale of Crown 
rights were very exceptional, as explained 
| by me on 17th February last, in reply to 
| two Questions by the hon. Members for 
Orkney and Shetland and for Wick 
Burghs.+ The Commissioners of Woods 
cannot undertake to cancel the agree- 


‘ ment for sale. 


Coal Duty Rebates. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether his attention has 
been called to the refusal of the Customs 
to remit the coal duty on 10,000 tons 
of fuel, shipped prior to the 31st Decem- 
ber 1901, by the Nitrate Railways 
Company—a British Company, registered 
in the United Kingdom—for their own 
use under a pre-Budget contract entered 
into on 17th January 1901 with the 
Crown Preserved Coal Company, and 


free alongside and free on board contract, 
in so far as the contractors and 
contractees are concerned, is that the 


cost of placing the cargo on board, will 
he say why the duty was not refunded 
in this case. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: My 
right hon. friend, who is temporarily 
detained elsewhere, has asked me to reply 


|to this Question for him. There is no 


|reason to doubt the bond fides of the 
missioners of Woods and Forests, he | : ~ ite 
; : - | transaction referred tc; 
Z | a . ” 
will cancel upon fair terms the sale of | contract was for delivery ‘free alongside, 


'and not free on board, the vendors were 


but, as the 


under no obligation to ship the coal or 
It was made quite 


ae TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | plain last year that there would be no 


LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I cannot trace 





+ See (4) Debates, ciii., 189. 
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exception from duty on “free alongside 
contracts. 
then made was to avoid hardship to 
vendors in this country under pre- 
Budget contracts, andit was never 
intended to relieve purchasers abroad, 
whether British or foreign. 


Intermediate Education in Denbighshire. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Denbighshire, I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education, if he is aware 
that the scheme framed for the County 
of Denbigh, under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889, provides that a 
certain number of local county school 
governors shall in each case be appointed 
by the School Boards of the district with- 
in which each county school is situate ; 
viz., on the local governing bodies of each 
of the county schools of Llangollen, 
Ruthin, Denbigh, Llanrwst, Abergele, 
and Wrexham, the School Boards in the 
respective districts appoint four, and in 
the case of Ruabon six, school governors ; 
and whether, as the Education Bill now 
before the House proposes to abolish 
School Boards, he will state in what 
manner he proposes that the members 
of the local governing bodies now ap- 
pointed by the School Boards shall in 
future be appointed. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University): This matter was mentioned 
yesterday in the debate on the clause, 
and will be considered by the Government. 


Achanault Deer Forest. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
to ask the Lord Advocate, in view of 
the fact that the acreage of the deer 
forest of Achanault, Ross-shire, is quoted 
in the Deer Forest Return issued in 
1891 as 45,000 acres, will he explain 
why the acreage is not 
the amended Deer Forest 
issued by the Crown Agent for Scotland 
and dated 1899 ; and, will he state the 
approximate acreage. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire) I have 
already fully explained to the hon. 
Member my position and views in regard 
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to the Deer Forests Return of 1899. 
I have nothing to add to the answers 
which I have given. 


Mr. WEIR: The right hon. Gentleman 
has not answered my Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; an answer has 
been given to the Question. 


Mr. WEIR: I wish to know has this 


forest of 45,000 acres disappeared ? 


Wicklow Magistracy. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.) : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland if he can state the number 
of Roman Catholics in the county of 
Wicklow who are ¢z-officio magistrates, 
and the number of Roman Catholic 
magistrates who are not ° ¢-vfficio 
magistrates. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): There are four Chairmen of 
Councils in the County Wicklow who are 
ex-officio Justices of thet Peace. They 
are believed to be Roman Catholics. I 
have already stated that, exclusive of the 
ex-oflicio element, there are twenty-three 
other justices in the county who are 
believed to be of the same religious per- 
suasion. 


Remounts— The Studdert Case. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether the attention of the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland has been called to 
the case of the War Office v. Major 
Studdert, recently tried in the Vice 
Chancellor’s Court, Dublin ; and whether 
the Lord Chancellor intends to remove 
Major Studdert from the Commission 
of the Peace. 


quoted in| 
Return | 


Mr. ATKINSON: A report of the 
| proceedings in this case has heen re- 
| ferred to the Lord Chancellor. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : Is 
| this gentleman a receiver in the Land 
Judges Court ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware. 
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Trish Resident Magistrates. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that of the twenty-two resident 
magistrates mentioned in the Dublin 
Gazette of 11th instant as qualified 
under Section 11 of The Criminal Law 
and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, 
twenty were declared qualified on the 
dates between 6th December, 1901, and 
8th May, 1902; whether he will state the 
reason why this number of magistrates 
have been scheduled in Ireland within 
the period of five months; and, what 
test or examination must these gentlemen 
comply with or pass before being declared 
qualified under the section referred to. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
facts are as stated in the first paragraph. 
The qualifications of resident magistrates 
were considered when it seemed probable, 
owing to an increase in the offence of 
unlawful assembly, that resident magis- 
trates might have to adjudicate in cases 
under the Criminal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act. Of the twenty, fourteen 
were certified before the issue of pro- 
clamations, and six since. The statute 
declares that the Lord Lieutenant must 
be satisfied of the legal capacity of one 
resident magistrate out of the two com- 
posing a Court of Summary Jurisdiction 
under the Act. No test or examination 
is imposed by statute. 


Mr. FLYNN: Are not these resident 
magistrates required to be practising 
barristers or to be engaged in the 
practice of the law in some way ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ think the statute 
requires that the Lord Lieutenant shall be 
satistied of the sufficiency of their legal 
knowledge. 


Irish Land Purchase Bill. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the°Government to proceed 
with the Land Purchase Acts (Ireland) 
Amendment Bill!fin the Autumn 
session. 


" 
id 
he 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing 
to add to my reply to the similar 
question addressed to me on the 7th 
instant by the hon. Member for South 
Leitrim. 7 


An Hon. MEMBER: May I ask whether 
the right hon. Gentleman cannot see 
his way to proceed with the Bill, seeing 
that he has expressed his willingness 
to drop the controversial clauses. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Ifthe hon. Member 
will refer to my previous replies he will 
know as much about the matter as I 
can tell him. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I based my 
question on a statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North 


Armagh. 


Mr. FLYNN: And did not the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh say that he made his statement 
with official knowledge ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Coolnamona Bogs. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Seere- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the town of 
Maryborough is threatened with a fuel 
famine, owing to the action of the owner 
in depriving a number of small tenants 
of the right they have hitherto enjoyed 
to cut and sell turf off the bogs of Cool- 
namona ; and, seeing that these tenants 
had judicial rents fixed, with a right of 
turbary reserved to them, whethei he 
can take any steps to preserve their 
rights to these tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no 
danger of a fuel famine in Maryborough. 
Ii the remainder of the question refei 
to the cases of some tenants whose rents 
were fixed on the basis of an undertaking 
given by the landlord to allow them free 
turbary for the use of their holdings, | 
would observe that this undertaking did 
not extend to the right to sell turf, as 
alleged. In any case the enforcement ot 
the respective rights of landlord and 
tenant is not a matter calling for my 
intervention. 


+ See preceding volume, p. 938. 
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Technical Instruction in Ireland. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he has received a 
copy of a resolution, passed by the Arch- 
bishops and Bishops of Ireland on the 
24th June, at Maynooth, protesting 
against the action of the Treasury in 
withholding or limiting the grant hither- 
to offered to all local authorities levying 
a local rate for technical instruction ; 
and will he say what steps he proposes 
to take to continue the grant asked for 
in the resolution. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A Resolution 
on this subject has been received, and 
itis now engaging the attention of the 
Treasury and the [rish Government. 


Ben Nevisand Fort William Observatories. | 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the directors of the observa- 
tories at Ben Nevis and Fort William 
have decided to close them in October 
next, on account of their inability to 
maintain them without assistance from 
the State ; and, in view of the value of 
these observatories in connection with 
the study of meteorology, will he say 
whether he can arrange for their whole 
or partial maintenance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only 
refer the hon. Member to the answer | 


gave yesterday on this subject. I may, 
however, add that the Vote which 


covers this matter was taken on June 
12th. It has yet to be reported. 


Office of Works Vote. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if facilities can be given 
to discuss Class 2, Vote 25 (Office of 
Works), in view of the importance of 
the subject during the present financial 
vear. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot, at all events for the present, 
promise time to discuss this Vote, but 
my right hon. friend the First Com- | 
missioner of \Vorks is extremely anxious 
to have the matter debated. 


y 1902} 


Civil Servants and Political 
Controversies. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether his attention has been 
called to the observations on partisanship 
in members of the Civil Service contained 
the Treasury Minute of 12th November 
1884, and to the statement that it was 

‘intended to embody them on an Order 

in Council binding on the entire per- 
, manent Civil Service of the State; and 
‘will he say whether such an Order in 
Council has in fact been passed. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Order in 
Council of the 29th November, 1884, 
was made applicable to permanent 
Givil Servants. 


Mr. Balfour’s Official Title. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
3oroughs): May I ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, or the Prime Minister, 
or the Leader of the House, what is his 
correct designation ; and, secondly, if he 
canrgive us any information as to the 
cha acter of his new administration. 


[No answer was returned. | 


NEW BILL. 


EDUCATION ACT, 1901 (RENEWAL) BILL. 


“To renew The Education Act, 1901,” 
presented by Dr. Macnamara, under 
Standing Order 31; supported by Sir 
‘Albert Rollit, Mr. Channing, Mr. 
Ernest Gray, Mr, Ernest Flower, Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Corrie Grant, and 
Captain Norton; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 280.] 


SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS. 


Report from the Select Committee 
with Minutes of Evidence and an 
Appendix, brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table and to be 
printed. [No. 282.] 





527 Supply— 
SUPPLY. 
[EIGHTEENTH ALLOTTED Day. ] 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. 

ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £332,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
charge for the salaries and miscellaneous 
charges of the War Office, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March 
1903.” 

(2.30.) Stn EDWARD GREY (North- 
umberland, Berwick): I rise for the pur- 
pose of moving a reduction in this Vote by 
£100, in order that I may have an oppor- 
tunity of bringing before the Committee 
the unfair position in which, as I consider, 
Sir Redvers Buller has been placed by 
the partial and unexplained publication 
of selected telegrams sent by him or 
received by him. And, in doing so, I 
desire to say, to prevent misconception, 
that as regards my colleagues on this 
Bench they are in no way responsible or 
committed either by what I have to say 
or by my raising the question at all. 
I say that because nothing would be more 
painful to any friend of Sir Redvers 
Buller than to suppose that the position 
of that distinguished man had in any 
way become the sport of Party politics. 
I think hon. Members opposite will do 
the Party on this side of the House the 
credit to observe that though after his 
dismissal in the autumn I and some 
others, moved by feelings either of per- 
sonal regard or of local sentiment, which 
is so wonderfully strong in the case of 
Sir Redvers Buller, did draw attention 
to the facts in public, yet the heads of 
the Liberal Party, and the Party as a 
whole, have done nothing whatever to 
make it the opportunity of an attack 
upon the Government. That being so, 
I take the sole responsibility of what I 
am going to say and of raising this 
question at all. And in what I am going 
to say, I do not wish to impute motives 
to the Sceretary of State for War, the 
Commander-in-Chief, or to any other 
individual at the War Office. I think 
the facts have done great injustice to 
Sir Redvers Buller, and it is with the 
facts I have to deal. 
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My position is shortly this. Many 
months ago attacks began to be made 
in the public Press on Sir Redvers 
Buller’s reputation, and those attacks 
have continued up to the present time, 
Since these attacks began all the docu- 
ments, so far as I know, most unfavour. 
able to him have been published. Aj] 
the documents necessary to him to ex- 
plain his situation, and the special dit. 
culties against which he had to contend, 
and the documents which he would have 
quoted, had he been allowed to put his 
position fairly before the public, are stil] 
kept back. Now, that is what I consider 
is the unfairness of the position in which 
Sir Redvers Buller is placed. I say that, 
in common fairness, after all that has 
happened, Sir Redvers Buller should be 
set free to tell his own story, laying the 
whole of the telegrams affecting his own 
action before some impartial tribunal. | 
do not ask the War Office to make more 
selections and publish them. My case, 
though I impute no motives, is that on 
the facts, if the facts were known, it 
would be recognised that the selections 
made and published have been most 
misleading and unjust to Sir Redvers 
Buller’s reputation. Let me say that | 
am not going to raise any question of 
military skill. I do not propose to deal 
with the military operations at Colenso 
and Spion Kop, which have been the 
subject of criticism. Iam not going to 
argue whether they were conducted with 
military capacity and skill. It is not of 
those criticisms that I complain. Indeed, 
I do not think this House is in a position 
to review military questions, which can 
only be reviewed by military experts, 
and furthermore, criticisms whether the 
disposition of forces in the field, or the 
orders given in the field, on a particular 
occasion, were the best possible, or 
whether they failed, are questions with 
regard to which Sir Redvers Buller can 
defend himself by writing a narrative if 
he pleases. As to the publication of the 
Spion Kop despatches. for instance, Sir 
Redvers Buller has no cause of complaint. 
because, after all, they do but show that 
the previously published criticism which 
Lord Roberts passed on Sir Redvers 
Buller had been already positively sug- 
gested by Sir Redvers Buller himself in 
the despatches ; but Sir Redvers Bulle 
never asked for the publication of those 


despatches and is in no way responsible 
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for them ; and as there was no public 
interest to be served by their publica- 
tion, I think it was unnecessary cruelty 
to circulate the criticisms upon other 
persons who were in no way concerned 
inthe dispute. It is not attacks on Sir 
Redvers Buller’s military operations in 
the field that I complain of. It is of 
something much more serious. It is 
attacks upon his character founded upon 
telegrams already published. These 
attacks and criticisms, which are in the 
public mouth everywhere, amount to 
this—that after the battle of Colenso 
Sir Redvers Buller was guilty of a sudden 
breakdown of nerve, of a failure of 
moral courage, and of a collapse of 
character. These are the attacks which 
I consider unfounded. The answer to 
them must come from himself, and he is 
entitled to reserve his answer until he is 
allowed to pu blishthe documents necessary 
for his defence. The question I shall 
end by putting, is this: Has Sir 
Redvers Buller in this matter of his 
reputation at stake before the public 
been treated as a public servant who 
is attacked should be treated by the 
Department which ought to protect him ? 
And what were the attacks? Months 
ago statements began to appear in the 
public Press, and are continuing still to 
appear — manifestly originating in a 
leakage somewhere—of a kind entirely 
unfavourable to Sir Redvers Buller. 
This leakage at last came to this, that 
Sir Redvers Buller discovered that there 
was known to the Press an inaccurate 
version of a heliogram which he had 
sent to Sir George White. Thereupon 
he naturally expressed the strongest 
desire to have the accurate version of the 
heliogram published. Obviously the 
War Office should have allowed him to 
produce it. 


Mr. BRODRICK: May I ask when he 
expressed that desire ? 


Sin EDWARD GREY : In his speech 
for which he was dismissed. I may say, 
further, that months before that speech 
he had complained of the leakage, and 
had found that it was not possible 
for the War Office to protect him in the 
matter. Undoubtedly, he did express a 


desire to be allowed to publish it. 
Let me point out this document was 
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not a telegram or a despatch from the 
Government to Sir Redvers Buller or 
from Sir Redvers Buller to the 
Government, nor was it one from 
a superior officer to him or from him to 
a superior officer. It was one from 
him to an officer under his command— 
from a superior officer to one under 
his command—and [ say that the 
simple and obyious thing would have 
been to give him permission to publish 
the accurate version of the heliogram. 
But he was not allowed to do so. On 
the contrary, he was dismissed from his 
command for having made a speech 
referring to it, and was distinctly 
ordered not to publish it or anything 
further at all. Soon after that, when 
people thought it was likely that he 
would take further steps to defend him- 
self, there appeared in the Press a 
statement—I have particularly in my 
mind an article in the Stundard—that 
if he defended himself further dis- 
closures would have to be made by the 
Government which would be still more 


unfavourable to him. It was a most 
galling thing to have these threats 


made in the Press. They were widely 
attributed at the time to official inspira- 
tion. I do not bring any charge 
against the Secretary of State for War 
or the Commander-in-Chief of having 
in any way inspired them. But again 
there was the same leakage of the same 
unfavourable kind to Sir Redvers Buller 
which had gone on before. Sir Redvers 
Buller took no action, but not because 
of these threats in the Press. Parlia- 
ment met, and an Amendment was put 
down to the Address. It was not 
instigated by Sir Redvers Buller, and 
the fact that it was not moved was 
directly due to his influence. The 
reason was that he was unwilling that 
there should be in this House any dis- 
cussion which was likely to embarrass 
the Government while they were 
responsible for the conduct of the 
war. How was the matter next 
stirred? Again not by him. It was 
re-opened by the publication of “ Zhe 
Times History of the War.” That 
history repeated the old attacks in a 
most bitter and concentrated form, and 
added a new charge. Then Sir Redvers 


Buller moved. He again appealed to 
the War Office. ‘ Zhe Times History of 
xX 
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the War” purports in its preface—I | and that the correspondence must cease, 


have no doubt quite truly—to have had 
help and countenance from official 
sources. If it had this help from official 
sources, surely it would have been at 
least fair that the writer of that history 
should have been warned that, as Sir 
Redvers Buller’s mouth was closed by 
the War Office, and he was prohibited 
from defending himself, these attacks 
should be dropped. But instead of that 
the attacks were made stronger than 
ever, and a new attack was formulated, 
which exalted the Government greatly 
at Sir Redvers Buller’s expense. This 
was that Lord Lansdowne had sent Sir 
Redvers Buller a telegram ordering him 
to persevere in the attempt to relieve 
Ladysmith, and telling him, if not, to 
give up his command to a junior and 
return home —about the most igno- 
minious telegram that could be sent by 
any Government to any commander in 
the field. Sir Redvers Buller naturally 
asked the War Office whether this 
ignominious telegram, as I have called 
it, really existed, because he had never 
received it. He got no definite, straight- 
forward reply as to whether that parti- 
cular te'egram referred to in Zhe Times 
existed or not; for the rest he had sent 
to him by the War Office, with per- 
mission—which was really much more 
a challenge than a permission—to pub- 
lish them. Sir Redvers Buller never 
asked for these documents. He asked, 
in his later correspondence with the 
War Office, that he might be allowed 
to publish the correct version of the 
heliogram to Sir George White, and 
whether the telegram from Lord Lans- 
downe, which he had not received, 
really existed. The answer is that he 
cannot have access to anything further ; 
but these five telegrams are sent 
to him under a condition which is 
really a challenge to publish them, 
but if he did publish them, to do 
so textually as they stand, and not to 
divulge any one separately from the 
others. What was hisreply? His reply 
was that this he considered an unfair 
selection as they stand by themselves, 
that it was bound to do him injustice, 
and that it was not fair to him to ask 
him \o publish these five telegrams with- 
out others. The answer of the War 
Office was that he could have no others, 


Sir Edward Grey. 


I say Sir Redvers Buller was perfectly 
justified in saying that this was unfair 
to him, and that he would publish noth- 
ing. Anyhow he has never shown any 
want of moral courage so far as his 
reputation is concerned. He has always 
shown that he was never going to shrink 
from anything, even though it was partial 
truth; and he published the telegrams 
as they stood. 

Well. now, let us take these five 
telegrams as they stand. The first is one 
from Sir Redvers Buller to the Secretary 
of State for War. I think it would 
have been fairer that the first one should 
have been taken in the words he used, 
and not as a paraphrase, or should not 
have been published at all. The impres- 
sion left by that standing alone is that 
it was a sudden counsel of despair on the 
part of Sir Redvers Buller, taken in great 
depression and weakness after his failure 
at Colenso. Whatever we may think of 
the policy disclosed in that telegram, that 
policy was not a sudden counsel of 
despair on his part, but much more the 
result of a deliberate view of the situation 
as he had to face it. The second tele- 
gram is one to Sir George White. I do 
contend that that does not bear out the 
accusations made against Sir Redvers 
Buller. Those accusations have 
that, in a fit of despair, he ordered Sir 
George White to surrender, and that Sir 
George White replied that he could not 
comply with that order. That is not in 
the telegram as it stands. There are 
three things in the telegram. The first 
is to tell Sir George White that Sir 
Redvers Buller had tailed at Colenso, and 
that he could not for a full 
month. The second is to ask Sir George 
White whether he can hold out for so 
long; and the third is to tell him, if not, 
what he must do in the contingency of 
surrender. ‘That is the telegram as it 
stands. Now it is said that that telegram 
is altered and made stronger by the 
amended telegram. The only object of 
amending that telegram, was, first of all, 
to ask him definitely how many days he 
could hold out, and next to remind him 
of the danger of not burning his cipher. 
On that last point there were special 
reasons, as Sir Redvers will be able to 
show, why he thought it important to 
add that special portion. Anyhow that 
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is a detail. The main object of the 
telegram was to ask definitely how many 
days Sir George White could hold 
out. As the telegram stands it is assumed 
that that amended telegram, which is 
made to read stronger than the original, 
and which is not the intention of Sir 
Redvers Buller—that amended telegram 
was sent off before Sir Redvers Buller 
received Sir George White’s reply, and 
sir George White had sent off his reply 
before he had received the amended 
telegram. He never acknowledged that 
amended telegram, but his telegram to 
Sir Redvers Buller is not quite correctly 
given in the text of the War Office. 
Instead of being given ‘‘ Yours of to- 
day,” it ought to have been given 
“Yours No. 88 of today,” thereby 
making it clear that it refers to the 
frst telegram, No. 88, and took no notice 
of the amended telegram. So that it is 
the first telegram which plays any part 
in this affair. Well, now, I will ask 
the Committee to bear this in mind, 
that you cannot have a full explanation 
of the situation without other documents. 
Sir Redvers Buller is not in a position to 
disclose other documents. He has been 
iorbidden to do so. The Committee 
must also bear in mind that all these 
telegra ns were written on the assump- 
tion that Ladysmith only had food to last 
tothe end of the year, a fortnight from 
that time. Had that been true every 
word in these telegrams would have been 
regarded universally as the language of 
aman who had the courage to face the 
iets and make the best prep:rations he 
ould to meet them. But it is asked, 
“Why did he not know, what made him 
think that Ladysmith had only supplies 
tothe end of the year?” I would like 
to have Sir Redvers Buller set free to 
make an answer on that point ; to tell 
us what he knew. or thought he knew, 
of the state of supplies at Ladysmith ; 
irom what source he obtained his in- 
formation, and why he was reluctant 
belore there was absolute need to put a 
direct question to Sir George White. 
As Jong as he was advancing without 
check, as long as he expected to be in 
ladysmith before the end of the year, 
it was not absolutely necessary to ask 
whether the supplies would last to the 
end of the year, his information being 
that they would. But the moment he 
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knew he could not be in Ladysmith, and 
could not relieve it, before the end of the 
year, then it had become urgent to ask 
Sir George White how long his supplies 
would hold out ; and that is the question 
he asked in his first telegram to Sir 
George White, and asked a second time 
in the amended telegram. The second 
thing to bear in mind is this, that Sir 
Redvers Buller considered that no troops 
could be diverted to Natal without 
creating greater dangers in connection 
with Cape Colony, Kimberley, and else- 
where. I say that nobody can under- 
stand the situation he had to face when 
these telegrams were sent, without know- 
ing. and knowing very fully, all that 
had happened since he landed in South 
Africa, to enable him to judge of the 
situation which, in his mind, he had to 
review at the time. I know that 
universal comment has been made upon 
these telegrams. J am not surprised at 
the comments made on these telegrams 
standing by themselves; but | am 
surprised that nobody in the public or 
in this House has had the curiosity to 
ask what was Sir Redvers Buller’s reply 
to the telegram he received from Lord 
Lansdowne. What was his reply? He 
writes the telegram on the assumption 
that Ladysmith has only food to last 
to the end of the year, and that he can- 
not have any more troops ior use in 
Natal, and that the troops he had 
under his command were not strong 
enough to relieve Ladysmith. He re- 
ceived in answer to that telegram, 
first of all, the intimation that Lady- 
smith ean hold out for much longer than 
the end of the year; secondly, the per- 
mission of the Secretary of State for War 
to take more troops from Cape Colony. 
And no one has the curiosity or the fair- 
ness to ask in what spirit Sir Redvers 
Buller faced his task, or what difference 
it made to him when he gets these two 
pieces of information. That is, partly, the 
reason why I think, even without know- 
ing or being able to disclose more than 
the War Office has permitted hitherto to 
be published, it is fair to demand that 
Sir Redvers Buller’s hands should be 
set free. 

Let me, Sir, sum up this part of the 
case. In the first place, his first simple 
demand to publish the correct version of 
the telegram from him to the officer 
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under his command, not without pro- 
vocation, but after a garbled version had 
already been made public, is refused ; 
secondly, when leave is granted to 
publish the telegram, other telegrams for 
which he has never asked are sent to 
him, with strict instructions to publish 
them all together textually as they stand ; 
and when he protests that that is not a 
fair selection, the reply of the War Office 
is that he can have nothing more, that 
he can take his choice whether he 
publishes them or not, and that the 
correspondence must be broken off; 
thirdly, all through this matter there 


has been either a leakage or a publica- | 


tion of everything unfavourable to Sir 
Redvers Buller, while everything neces- 
sary to judge his conduct in a true light 
and in its proper perspective, and the 
situation in which he was placed, has 
been withheld. It has been said that 
Sir Redvers Buller has been treated with 
generosity in this matter. I do not 
think he has been treated with common 
fairness. Tosaythat he has been treated 
with generosity is to destroy the mean- 
ing of the English language. The War 
Office have conducted the whole question 
of his defence in the spirit in which 
people would have conducted a corre- 
spondence against a man who was 
opposing them. They have conducted 
the matter as if it were their desire and 
object to substantiate every charge made 
against him in public, and not to give 
him any facilities to answer in defence. 
That is why I say I ask for no more 
selections from the War Office. The 
Secretary of State for War may reply with 
some force that itis impossible to give an 
officer in the Army leave to publish at 
discretion anything he pleases. But 
these documents might be laid freely 
before some impartial tribunal which 
may be trusted by the Government and 
Sir Redvers Buller, and whose opinion, 


after having reviewed the case, would be | 


trusted by the country. The Govern- 
ment have said they are going to appoint 
a Commission of Inquiry into matters 
connected with the war. I will not say 
that will meet my point, for I know not 


who are to compose that Commission ; | 


but if it does take place, J assume much 
of their proceedings will have to be 
conducted in private, and if it be a fair 


and impartial tribunal, I see no reaso,, 


Sir Edward Grey. 


why Sir Redvers Buller should not be 
set free to lay all documents and des- 
patches before a tribunal of that kind. 


Then let us hear their opinion as to. 


whether justice has been done to him by 
the publication of selected telegrams, 
There is one other reason why the 
Secretary for War might demur to this 
request which occurs to my mind; he 
may urge that, if Sir Redvers Buller is 
given this permission, everybody else 
who may feel aggrieved by criticisms 
passed upon his conduct during the 
course of the war may expect to have 
the same permission. But, Sir, I do 
not think this is really a valid reason, 
In the first place, be it observed, I have 
not asked that Sir Redvers Buller should 
submit his military capacity in the field, 
the merits of his operations, the battle of 
Colenso, or any of his operations in the 
field to any tribunal. I have kept all 
military operations outside of this alto- 
gether. But Idosay thisis an exceptional 
case as it stands, exceptional, looking 
to the past services of Sir Redvers 
Buller, the length of his service, and 


\looking at the high positions he has 
held, and, above all, exceptional having 


regard to the nature of the attacks 


'made upon him, and the attitude of 


the War Office towards him when he 
asked leave of the War Office to defend 
himself from these attacks. What | 
wish to put before the Committee is 
that, in common fairness, the case ought 
not to be allowed to rest where it is; 
and that is the foundation of my 
demand to the Secretary of State. 
Well, that is the statement of the 
position, so far as it can be made out 
without the disclosure of further docu- 
ments. I ask the Committee to support 


my demand; but I go beyond the 


Committee. I know that in this matter 


of Sir Redvers Buller’s reputation, the 


great bulk of the public Press is now 
adamant. It has condemned him, and 
apparently is convinced that there is 
nothing more to be heard or known, 
that his condemnation is not to be 
palliated or modified in any way. We 
are sometimes apt to regard the Press, 
because it is so impersonal and anony- 
mous, as though writers were not 
animated by the same feelings, and 
actuated by the same motives as our 
selves But these attacks were started 
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in the Press, and have been continued 
inthe Press, by men of the same blood 
as ourselves, who are open, as we are 
open, to appeals to chivalry or fairness. 
However tenacious they may be of their 
own opinions, and however sure they 
may be that they are right, I think 
those who have been the first, the most 
hasty and emphatic, in passing con- 
demnation upon Sir Redvers Buller, 
ought to be the first, in common fairness, 
to support this demand. All the 
weapons with which he has _ been 
attacked have been published and at 
their disposal, but surely the man 
who is attacked with those weapons— 
and by weapons I mean documents— 
ought to have weapons at his disposal. 
Once you have the documents published, 
whether telegrams or despatches, and 
put @ man in the position of having 
to explain on these, and these alone, 
without being able to quote from any- 
thing else, you put him in an unfair 
position ; and those who have been 
most strenuous in attacking Sir Red- 
vers Buller, ought to be the first to 
demand that there should be at_ his 
disposal the same power to quote and 
to bring forward documents as by the 
action of the War Office they have 
hitherto had at their disposal. , 

There is another matter I have to 
bring before the Committee, and that 
is the question of the appointment of 
Sir Redvers: Buller to the command of 
the First Army Corps and his dismissal 
from that command. With the appoint- 
ment I have no fault to find—that is 
my whole case—for if the whole facts 
were known that would appear a natural 
and justifiable appointment. If there 
are any criticisms to be offered on the 
appointment by people who think other- 
wise, those criticisms may, of course, tell 
with force against the Government ; but 
I have no desire to make any points 
against the Government, except so far 
as they are points that tend to do Sir 
Redvers Buller justice. I think the 
appointment was a natural one. People 
have now become fascinated by the Lady- 
smith episode, and their attention has 
been concentrated upon that; but take 
the whole of Sir Redvers Buller’s ser- 
vices in South Africa. What happened 
when he landed at the Cape? He found 
over the whole of. 
he landed, as he said | 


Supply— 


South Africa ; 
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himself, a general without an army; he 
found everything in a state of collapse, 
and he, by the courage and decision 
with which he faced that state of affairs, 
was the first to restore matters to a better 
condition. He it was who, on his own 
responsibility, first took the decision to 
go to Natal. If he had been responsible 


for the state of disaster which he found 
on landing at the Cape, to dwell 
upon it would do him no good. That, 
again, is a matter for inquiry. What 


was responsible for the state of dis- 
aster? Remember what the position 
was. Not only was Ladysmith invested, 
but the whole of Natal was invaded. 
Kimberley was in danger; and, what 
to many thinking minds was far worse, 
there was a prospect of a rising in Cape 
Colony, and an invasion of Cape Colony 
in force by the Boers might have resulted 
in the complete loss of that colony. 
Even now there are people who, reflecting 
on the history of the war, still say that, 
bad as things were at first, the situation 
was as nothing to what it would have 
been had the Boers, instead of concen- 
trating in Natal, made a rush for Cape 
Town. Sir Redvers Buller had to face 
that situation. Wantof preparation was 
responsible for it, but who was respon- 
sible for the want of preparation ? 


We can carry that matter no further 
now; but, in common justice to Sir 
tedvers Buller, his attitude in that 
matter at least ought to come before 
some impartial tribunal. He had to face 
the situation, and in it he had an almost 
impossible task. His very failure to 
overcome the difficulties of his task 
surely brought experience, and the 
lessons by which those who came after 
him could profit, though the brunt of 
experience fell upon him. All admit 
that there were lessons to be learned by 
everybody engaged in the war, but Sir 
Redvers Buller was the man who, with 
the fewest troops and ecnfronted with 
the greatest difficulties, had to face all 
the novelties of this Boer warfare with- 
out any experience to guide him. What 
did he do? He decided to go to Natal, 
and he turned the tide of warfare in 
Natal ; because, not only was Ladysmith 


‘invested, but 8,000 Boers had advanced 


beyond Ladysmith, and he was only in 
the nick of time to drive them back. 
He went to Natal, not with the main 








539 


object of relieving Ladysmith—that was 
not the most urgent thing—but with the 
object of saving South Natal—which 
was the thing that had to be done first 
—and he succeeded in doing it. What 
troops had he at his disposal? He 
could have had but about 20,000 in 
Natal, and of these 10,000 were required 
to protect South Natal and his communi- 
cations ; so he had, therefore, only about 
10,000 to use against the Boers, who had 
8,000 in selected positions to be used 
freely against him, still leaving force 
enough to prevent Sir George White 
leaving Ladysmith. If rumour be true, 
leaders of the Boers themselves now 
admit that one of the things in the war 
that caused them most astonishment and 
admiration was that Sir Redvers Buller 
should ever have succeeded, even when 
he had more troops, in turning their 
position and relieving Ladysmith. [‘“ Oh, 
oh.”| He did relieve Ladysmith. [‘ Oh.” 
It is a common belief, but founded, as | 
believe, not upon actual facts, that when 
Lord Roberts landed in South Africa the 
Soers withdrew from their objective in 
Natal, and that Sir Redvers Buller’s task 
was thereby made easier. But I believe 
the converse is much nearer the truth. 
1 believe it was Sir Redvers Buller’s 
operations by keeping the Boer force 
engaged in Natal, and finally overcoming 
them, that made the way plain for Lord 
Roberts to advance to Pretoria in the 
manner he did. I believe it is an entirely 
unjust assumption that Lord Roberts re- 
lieved Ladysmith by drawing away the 
Boer forces in Natal. Those forces re- 
mained in Natal and were beaten by Sir 
Redvers Buller. Whatever criticisms are 
passed upon Spion Kop, Colenso, and 
other matters, his tactics after the relief 
of Ladysmith were, by common consent, 
most masterly and brilliant, and they 
were successful in driving the Boers out 
of Natal altogether. 

People may say I am giving a partial 
account, but remember that from first to 
last Sir Redvers Buller’s actions in Natal 
have never been criticised by the War 
Office He was never asked to explain 
anything. When he came home, he natur- 
ally received the thanks of the Govern- 
ment for his public services, and I am not 
surprised that the command of the First 
Army Corps was given to him. There 
is but one criticism I would admit on 
that appointment ; and it is that the 
Secretary of State for War had previously | 

Sir Edward (irey. 
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stated that he was going to appoint to 
these commands officers who would 
command the troops in the field, and it 
might have been said that Sir Redvers 
Buller, by the natural course of years, was 
reaching the end of his active services, and 
that, in all probability in future operations, 
independent commands in the field would 
be given to younger men. There would 
be some force in that criticism but for the 
fact that we naturally expect, if it should 
be necessary to give commands in the field 
for active service in future years, that 
younger men would be chosen who had 
distinguished themselves in this war. 
But these men were not at home for the 
command of the First Army Corps to be 
given to one of them. If there had been 
at home any one of the younger men who 
had distinguished themselves in the war 
to whom this command could have been 
given, I admit there would have been 
some ground for criticism on the appoint- 
ment. But that was not the case. When 
Sir Redvers Buller was dismissed the com- 
mand was given—and I think rightly given 
—toSir J. French. But he was not here to 
take up the command. It was not as if 
there was any younger or more active man 
on the staff to whom the Government 
would wish to give the command, and, 
therefore, the criticism does not hold. 

3ut though I was not surprised at Sir 
Redvers Buller’s appointment, I am sur- 
prised at what followed it. The announce- 
ment was that he had been appointed to 
command the First Army Corps. Then 
there followed theattacks upon the Govern- 
ment for,having appointed him—especially 
in The Times. The Government did not 
remain quiet under these attacks ; they 
publishedanotherannouncement, obviously 
to emphasize the fact that the appointment 
was to be limited to two years. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I beg pardon for 
interrupting, but may I say that that 
announcement was the only one published 
by the War Oftice ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: Then how did 
the newspapers become  cogni<ant 
of the appointment ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : That I cannot say. 
I only know that the only announce- 
ment made by the War Office was that 
to which the right hon. Gentleman has 
just alluded. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY : The announce- 
ment to which I was alluding was 
given under the head of ‘* Naval and 
Military Intelligence,” and was this :— 
“General Sir Redvers Buller has been 
appointed General on the Statf to command 
the First Army Corps at Aldershot from 
October 1.” 


That is not a War Office announcement, 
Jadmit, but I suppose that there again 
there has been a leakage. Anyhow the 
actual announcement which followed 
it was this :— 

“We have received the following from the 
War Office :—‘The First and Third Army 
Corps commands at Aldershot and Dublin 
respectively will be formed from October 1. 
Sir Redvers Buller was appointed to the Alder- 
shot district in October, 1893, and his com- 
mand willran for the two years of his appoint- 
ment which are still unexpired.’ ” 

The appointments were originally for 
three years, and there was no limitation 
to the Duke of Connaught’s command 
in Dublin. The important point was 
the announcement that Sir Redvers 
Buller's appointment was to be limited 


to two years, It is quite true that 
these were the terms. That is the 
real appointment which was offered 


to Sir Redvers Buller, but coming as 
it did, that announcement produced a 
most unfortunate impression, because it 
was taken by The Times and other papers 
as an apology by the War Office for the 
appointment. The War Office having 
made the first announcement, I cannot 
complain of them for having omitted the 
two years limitation in the first announce- 
ment, but I do think the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite must see that, in 
view of the fact that no explanation was 
given to Sir Redvers Buller, and that his 
appointment was first announced with- 
out this explanation, and then when 
particularly galling attacks were made 
upon him, and attention was specially 
drawn in the Press to this statement, 
it was treated in The Times as a 
confession and avoidance, anyone must 
feel that nothing could have been 
more galling; to a man in Sir Redvers 
Buller’s position than to feel that having 
been exposed to these attacks he was not 
going to be supported by his superiors 
at the War Office. As far as he knew it 
must have appeared to him that having 
been appointed to this command, the 


Government were practically apologising 
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for the appointment. That is the way 
it was treated by the public press, and | 
bring it forward to show that when Sir 
Redvers Buller made his speech, he did 
not make it without being under very 
natural and inevitable provocation. He 
made his speech, and he was dismissed 
because of that speech. That was the 
ofticial announcement. Nobody ques- 
tioned the right of the Secretary of State 
for War to remove a General from his 
command, but I cannot believe that 
Sir Redvers Buller was removed from 
the position after that length of service 
simply because the Secretary of State, or 
the Commander-in-Chief, did not approve 
of the tone or temper of that speech. 
That cannot be the real reason, because 
the speech discussed no question of policy. 
It reflected neither upon the Govern- 
ment nor upon any other officer in the 
Army, nor upon any human_ being 
whatever, and though Sir Redvers 
Buller in that speech defended himself. 
he withheld everything in his speech 
which could have in any way touched 
the conduct of any other man, and it 
was made in the face of violent provo- 
cation. I cannot believe that after that 
length of service a mere indiscretion, 
mere faults of tone or temper, or want 
of judgment, were the real reasons for 
the dismissal. The dismissal was_per- 
emptory, and if it was not for indiscre- 
tion it must have been for a serious 
breach of military regulations. What 
were the breaches of military regulations ? 
That is the point that | wish to put te 
the Secretary of State for War. If there 
were breaches, why were they not mace 
known? Why was there no military 
tribunal to try the question of military 
law! If it was a dismissal solely on the 
ground of the speech, taking the speech 
by itself it seems to me that to dismiss 
such a man from such an office for that 
speech- was harsh conduct beyond 
parallel. Some of this injury—I would 
ask the Committee to bear in mind 
again that I am criticising, of course, a 
Department which has it in its power to 
withhold what it pleases, or publish 
what it pleases, and I can add 
nothing to what the War Office has 
published—some of this injury to Sir 
Redvers Buller’s reputation is beyond 
remedy; the harsh and peremptory 
dismissal is quite beyond remedy 
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and beyond recall ; but the worst injury | 


is that which is done to a distinguished 
reputation. I am fully aware of the 
difficulty of overtaking an injustice of 
this kind. When it is once set going it 
speeds swiftly everywhere, gathers force 
as it goes, lodges itself in every mind, 
and impresses in the mind of every man 
the point of view which is prepared to 
repel any explanation or justification on 
the part of the man attacked, for fear 
the injustice itself will be dislodged. 
Nothing is more tenacious of life than a 
prejudice of this kind against a man 
when once it has obtained a start, but 
that is no reason why it should be sub- 
mitted to, or why he and his friends 
should not do the utmost in their power 
to demand that the case shall not rest 
where it is. I have been told that it is 
contrary to the interests of discipline 
that a case of this kind should be brought 
before the House. I do not think it is. 
The abuse of discipline is its worst enemy, 
and there are times when abuses of that 
kind must be brought before the House 
of Commons, because it is the only 
tribunal before which they can come. 


Whether the Secretary of State will do. 


what is still possible and set Sir Redvers 
Buller free to state his case and the facts 
to support it, | cannot tell, but this I 
trust—and I think it is one justification 
for raising this debate—that the mere 
fact of this debate having taken place 
will render it less likely in the future 
that any man suchas Sir Redvers Buller, 
or any public servant in his position, 
should be treated as he has been treated 
when he appeals for protection to a public 
Department which he has served. 
Motion made, and Question put, ‘ That 
Item A (Salaries of the Stati) be reduced 
hy £100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Secretary of State.” —(Sir Edward Grey.) 


(3.22.) Sm JOHN KENNAWAY 
(Devonshire, Honiton) said that amidst 
all the controversy which had been raised 
around this question, there was one feel- 
ing which would be shared by everyone 
towhom the reputation of the British Army 
was dear, namely, a feeling of profound re- 
gret that one who had had such a splendid 
career, a man who had commanded the 
confidence and devotion, almost more 
than any one else, of the British Army, 
a man fearless and gallant, high-minded 
and humane, should have had his career 


ma ’ ‘ 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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cut short and brought to a sudden and 
disastrous termination under circum. 
stances so peculiarly painful. He was 


sure that no one shared that regret more 
fully than the Commander-in-Chief and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War, upon whom rested the 
great responsibility of dealing with this 
question, and of judging what would be 
the effect on the Army and the public of 
reading that speech, and deciding wkat 
course should be taken in consequence of 
that speech, now that the question had been 
brought before the House of Commons. 
Everybody must feel that it was a great 
responsibility to bring a question involy- 
ing the discipline of the Army before the 
House. The question, however, was one 
of such extended interest, raising so 
many different and complicated issues, 
increased by the great popularity of Sir 
Redvers Buller, that it was bound to 
come sooner or later before the House, 
and, therefore, he was very thankful that 
the task of bringing it forward had fallen 
to his right hon. friend the Member for 
Berwick, and that it had not been left 
to someone less competent to deal with 
it. There was no doubt that the ultimate 
appeal lay to Parliament in everything 
that affected the interests of the British 
nation and the British Army. Parliament 
had made itself very responsible of late 
for the Army, and the discipline of the 
Army, and, therefore, it was necessary 
that the greatest caution should be 
exercised on a matter affecting discipline, 
and that it should not be dragged into 
the arena of party politics, or made the 
subject of a Party vote. Keeping these 
considerations in view, he thought they 
were entitled to ask his right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War 
what were the grounds of Sir Redver 
Buller’s dismissal in November _ last, 
what military regulations had been con- 
travened, what danger to the State or 
the Army was apprehended from the 
formulation of that speech, and what 
were the specific allegations made against 
him in regard to it? He did not think 
it was sufficient to say it was simply the 
tone of the speech which rendered the 
continuance of Sir Redvers Buller in 
ottice impossible any longer. They also 
wanted to know whether allowances 
were made for the difficult position in 
which he was placed, and did he receive 
from the War Office the support which a 
man selected by the War Office for a 
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most responsible position ought to receive. 


Was he called upon to justify his conduct | 


him ? 

He now came to the question of the 
prohibition of the publication of the 
telegrams. 
happened in regard to the dismissal, 
he was anxious to set himself 
right. Meetings had been held in Hyde 
Park and all over the country, but in 
face of all this, when Sir Redvers Buller 
spoke at the Devonshire dinner his 
speech was a model of dignity and 
reserve. Attacks began to appear in the 
strong line considering that the war was 
still going on, for he considered that the 
Government should not be hampered or 
damaged by his opinions being given at 
adifficult time. He believed that General 
Buller would have been silent now but for 
the publication of “ The Times History.” 
The telegrams, too, had been published in 
a form calculated to do him a great 
injustice. They now asked that Sir 
Redvers Buller should be set free to tell 
the whole of his case before an impartial 
tribunal. As the Government had 
promised an inquiry into the conduct of 
the war, surely they could not refuse 
permission to their own Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa to come before the 
tribunal when he asked that his conduct 
should be inquired into. They wanted 
to know why he was condemned, and 
they wished him to be given the oppor- 
tunity of clearing himself at an early date. 
There was the greatest danger, he 
thought, of injustice being done to Sir 
Redvers Buller in the present temper of 
the country and the Press by prominence 
being given to these telegrams after 
Colenso, which, after all, were but inci- 
dents in a far greater campaign, carried 
to a suecessfulissue. No doubt he made 
mistakes both abroad and at home. 
Wellington said that the greatest general 
was the general who made the fewest 
mistakes. 
Redvers Buller that he was perfect, but, 


looking at the whole situation, the diffi- | 


Naturally, after what had | 
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(3.32.) Mr. BRODRICK: I will 


make no complaint of the tone with 


and explain the allegations made against | which the right hon. Gentleman op- 


posite and my right hon. friend be- 
hind me have addressed themselves to 
this subject, and I fully re-echo the 
regret expressed by my right hon. friend 


‘that such a man as Sir Redvers Buller 


should become the subject of such a 
debate. But I also regret that, after this 
great lapse of time, such a Motion should 
be brought before the House this after- 
noon. I cannot but think that, in matters 
of discipline, rare should be the occasions 


* | when the House of Commons undertakes 
Press, but Sir Redvers Buller took a | 


/to settlement the better. 


to review the action of the military 
authorities. Especially in prominent 
cases of this kind I cannot help thinking 
that the earlier such points are brought 
Sir Redvers 
Buller was relieved of his command in 
October last. This House met early in 
January ; a Motion was at once tabled by 
the hon. Member for the South Molton 
Division, challenging the decision of the 
Commander-in-Chief, and the action of 
the Government. That Motion, I think, 
should have been brought to a hearing 
at once. To hang over the Commander- 
in-Chief and the military authorities a 
Motion of that kind is calculated, in the 
highest degree, to create divisions in the 
army. It is calculated to impair discipline ; 
and, whether it is the wish of the 
officer whom it concerns or not, IL 
think once put before the House for 
consideration it should be brought up 


for judgment and decision. I regret 
this Motion for two other reasons. In 


the first place I cannot recall a single 
oceasion on which a personal Motion of 
this character, impeaching the action of 
the authorities in so grave a matter—even 
after the most earnest consideration—has 
resulted to the advantage of the indivi- 


‘dual on whose behalf it has been brought 


He did not claim for Sir| 


culties he had to encounter, and the) 


success he had achieved, and looking at 
his past history, which was one of the 
grandest in the records of the British 


army, they had a right to ask, and they | 


did ask, that he should be treated with 
the fullest consideration, and that justice, 
as far as possible, shouid be done to him. 


forward. And I regret it on my own 
behalf, because there has been no one 
more willing than I have been to follow 
the example set by my noble friend 
Lord Lansdowne, in taking full responsi- 
bility for anything that has gone wrong 
in the war on the shoulders of the 


'Government, and for supporting in the 
| face of this House the generals who re- 


presented us. But a Motion of this kind, 
which, although the language used has 
been to a large extent the language of 


' reserve, traverses the whole field from the 
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arrival Sir Redvers Buller in Natal {when it was necessary to show to the 


down to his dismissal from Aldershot, 
and even of the more recent corres spon- 
dence, makes it incumbent on me to 
withdraw from that position of reticence 
out of respect to Parliament, and_ to 
show the House that, so far from the 
Government having, in any degree, been 
actuated by any of the prejudice which 
has been imputed to them outside, and 
to some extent in the speeches made 
tonight, they have, if anything, erred on 
the side of too great consideration in 
their treatment of Sir Redvers Buller. 

In two special points an attack has 
been made upon me which | should like to 
clear away before I go into the general 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite based his argument in the earlier 
portion of his speech on the partial pub- 
lication of selections from despatches 
which, he argued, placed the conduct of 
Sir Redvers Buller in a most unfavour- 
able light. The responsibility for that 
rests not upon the Government but upon 
Sir Redvers Buller himselt. Two publi- 
cations and two only have been made. 
The one was the publication of the 
suppressed portion of the Spion Kop 
despatches—the portion suppressed not 
in the interest of the Government at all, 
but solely to preserve Sir Redvers Buller 
from those strictures on his conduct inthe 
field that Lord Roberts had thought it 
necessary to pass upon him. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that Sir Redvers 
duller had never asked for the publica- 
tion of that additional portion of the 
Spion Kop despatches. I think he must 
have forgotten Sir Redvers Buller’s letter 
to the First Lord of the Treasury, dated 
24th March last, in which he says 

‘“*With regard to the continuance of what 
you describe as reticence, I am not in a position 
to offer an opinion beyond expressing a pious 
hope that, if any further publication is in- 
tended, my words may be published as written, 
and without manipulation, and that the oppor- 
tunity will be taken to correct, in this respect, 
previous publications.” 
That was an invitation to the Govern- 
ment, as direct as anything could be, to 
publish that portion of the Spion Kop 
despatches which had previously been 


suppressed. With that invitation in 
front of us we were not going to sit 


down under the imputation of unjustly 


prejudicing Sir Redvers Buller any 
longer. The reason for reticence had 
passed away, and the time had come 


Mr. Brodrick. 





country, as was shown by the universal 
consent of everybody, that, if anything, 
Sir Redvers Bulier had been the gainer 
and not the loser by the suppression. 
And, now, how does the publication of 
these last four telegrams stand? “7%, 


Times History” made two allegations, 
Those allegations, by distortion of 


language which seems to me extraordin- 
ary from one so careful as the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, were stated to be 
attributed to the official inspiration of 
His Majesty’s Government. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: I said the 
volume purported to be an official ac- 
count. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Let me read what 
was the purport of the volume as stated. 

“My thanks,” says the author, ‘are due 
first of all to the Army collectivuty. To all 
its members, from its official heads down to 
the private in the ranks, I owe a great debt of 
gratitude for the kindness and willingness to 
help they have invariably shown.” 
That general expression of thanks to 
everybody in the army, from its official 
heads down to the private in the ranks, 
for their willingness to help, has been 
distorted into the giving of access to 
the compilers of this History to con- 
fidential information, which they other- 
wise would not have obtained. Strange 
as that interpretation is, the refutation 
of it is found on the face of the telegrams 
as published. What is Sir Redvers 
Buller’s complaint? His complaint is 
first, that an inaccurate account of the 
heliogram to Sir George White finds 
its place in the History ; and, secondly, 
that a telegram, which he considers to be 
whoily false, was also attributed to him. 
Where is the official inspiration? How 
is official inspiration substantiated by Sir 
Redvers Buller’s charges? The very 
inaccuracy of these accounts carries on 
the face of it the refutation of the idea 
that the War Office, the Government, or 
any Member of it, inspired any portion 
of that History. I would also, in refer- 
ence to the attack that has been made, 
correct the account which the right hon. 
Baronet has given of the circumstances 
under which “these telegrams were pub- 
lished. Sir Redvers Buller wrote to me, 
and claimed that his legal advisers or 
himself should have access to the secret 
documents of the War Office, for the 
murpose of preparing his defence. | 
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declined to allow it. If anybody was to 
have access to those documents. the 


House of Commons had the first right. 
If Sir Redvers Buller and his advisers 
were to have access, then the legal 
advisers of the other side would, no 
doubt, have claimed, in due course, that 
they should have access. I asked Sir 
Redvers Buller to tell us, with every 
desire to do him justice, what were the 
points, and between what dates state- 
ments had been made with regard to him 
in “ Zhe Times History,” which he desired 
to correct. With some difficulty, I 
secured from him a_ request, strictly 
limited to the publication of the heliogram 
to Sir George White, and to the statement 
as to whether or not a telegram, which 
Lord Lansdowne was reported by “ Zhe 
Times History ” to have sent to him order- 
ing him either to fight or to give over his 
command, had been sent. I took the 
only course which was possible for a 
Minister to take if such publication was 
to be permitted. I told Sir Redvers 
Buller, with thefullassent of my colleagues, 
that he could have the heliogram if he 
thought its publication would in any 
way clear his character, but that in 
justice to Sir George White. Sir George 
White's reply to the heliogram ought to 
be published at the same time. The 
second point was the publication of 
Lord Lansdowne’s telegram. It is true 
that Lord Lansdowne did not send 
the exact telegram which “Zhe Tiines 
History’ attributed to him. On the other 
hand, he did send a telegram urging Sir 
Redvers Buller to make a fresh attempt 
to relieve Ladysmith, and had I written 
to say that Lord Lansdowne had sent 
no such telegramas “ The 7imes History ”’ 
attributed to him, I should have been 
misleading the public by leading them 
to believe that no situation had arisen 
between the Government and Sir Redvers 
Buller, which made it necessary for Lord 
Lansdowne to urge him to make a 
special effort to relieve Ladysmith. 
Again, I sent him the telegram; I told 
him it was the only telegram we could 
trace, and, so far from refusing point 
blank to answer, I told him that it 
was the only telegram, and I presumed 
it to be the telegram to which “ Zhe Times 
History” inaccuratelyalluded. I said that 
if he wished to publish that telegram, 
which was a reply, he should publish 
also the telegram of His Majesty’s 
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Government which brought that about. 
And I added that as these telegrans hid 
never been given to Parliament, if we 
published one we must publish all. 

Sir, I have no apology to make. Now, 
one word before I pass away from the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech to the 
more important subject referred to later 
on. As to leakage, a good deal has been 
made of the apparent leakage of this 
heliogram. The heliogram was sent to 
Sir George White at a very critical 
period, and it was of so extraordinary a 
nature that it was not believed in Sir 
George White’s camp that it had been 
intended to be sent by Sir Redvers Bulle: 
to Sir George White. If it leaked at all 
it was because, as I have been informed 
by officers who were actually there at 
the time, it was believed that the 
heliogram had been sent owing to our 
cypher having been captured by the 
Boers. And the heliogram was known 
to a large number of persons. to a con- 
siderable number in Ladysmith. I am 
absolutely convinced that no leakage ot 
the heliogram ever took place at the 
War Office. There has been but one 
copy of that heliogram in the War Oftice ; 
that copy remained under lock and key 
in my safe from the date on which I 
received it from Sir George White, atter 
I took up office, until the date on which 
[ interviewed Sir Redvers Buller aiter he 
was relieved of hiscommand at Aldershot. 
I am absolutely convinced that as far as 
we are concerned there was no lcakage 
whatever. I do not believe that, seeing 
the large number of secret and con- 
fidential telegrams that have passed, and 
the time—over two years—that elap-ed, 
there has ever been a_ public office 
that has more carefully safeguarded its 
telegrams than the War Office has done 
during this campaign. 


Now, I am told that Sir Redvers 
Buller’s position could not be made 


altogether clear without a_ further 
publication. I feel the greatest difti- 


culty in what I am going to say, but 
it is imperative for me to say it. In 
the first place I cannot publish doct:- 
ments which, in the opinion of the 
Government are likely to embarrass us in 
our future operations. If any documents 
are to be published at the instance of the 
General who considers himself to be 
aggrieved, it would be impossible to 
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make a selection. What was left out we 
should unquestionably be urged to 
publish, as it might be felt, and felt 
honestly, that something had been kept 
back which would have elucidated the 
general position if it had been published. 
‘There is no alternative as between 
publishing no telegram and_ publishing 
all; and if we are to publish all let me 
ask the Committee to consider what is 
the position which the General Officer 
Commanding occupies in regard to the 
Secretary of State for War in a campaign. 
He is asked to communicate confidentially 
on every kind of subject ; he is continually 
asked his private opinions of the capacity 
and probable achievements, as well as the 
past achievements, of the officers under 
his command; and he telegraphs with 
the firmest belief that those private 
informations will never see the light. 
They are in the nature of the most 
confidential advices between two men 
—one of whom, in behalf of the 
Government, is responsible for ordering 
operations which may tend to great loss 
ot life, and the other who is responsible 
for carrying them out to the best of his 
ability. If I were to publish all these 
confidential documents solely for the 


purpose of relieving Sir Redvers Buller | 


from the stigma which he feels to have 
fallen on his character, 


confidence which exists between Com- 
manders in the field and the Government 
fhey serve, and never again would a 
Commander feel that he could speak 
confidentially, openly and frankly, without 
the fear that two or three years after- 
wards what he had said, possibly opinions 
he had given which he had long since seen 
reason to change, would be given to the 
world, to the detriment of the officers 
whom he had to criticise. And do not 
let it be supposed that I am making this 
plea in order to protect the Government 
as against Sir Redvers Buller. May I put 
this question to the Committee—Can 


any publication of documents possibly | 


relieve Sir Redvers Buller of criticism 
which has been passed upon him with 
regard to special events in the campaign ! 
Could any publications of documents, or 
any number of papers, alter the fact of 
the attack upon Colenso, universally 
admitted by all military men _ to 
have been ill-conceived and ill-executed, 
and could any publication of Papers 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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lessen Sir Redvers Buller’s _ responsi- 
bility for the abandonment of the guns 
after Colenso ? Could any publication of 
papers do away with the painful feeling 
excited by the proposal to surrender 
Ladysmith without further combat, after 
one ineffectual attempt ? Recollect what 
the circumstances were. The right hon. 
Gentleman has put the position of the 
Boers, I will put the position of the 
British Army. On the 16th December Sir 
Redvers Buller surmised that he had 
been faced by 20,000 Boers in that 
|position. On the 16th there were 
| 12,000 British troops in Ladysmith, 
| and there were 18,000 British troops 
|in front of Colenso, the whole of the 
| Aldershot troops—with the exception 
perhaps of the Guards and the High- 
landers—the very flower of the British 
Army, and the whole of the Aldershot 
staff; there was another division of 
8,000 men to be landed within two 
or three days; there was another 
division of 8,000 men just embarking 
from England; there were troops con- 
centrating in South Africa from all parts 
of the world; there were supplies to 
be got from two-thirds of the loyal 
Colony of Natal at the back of the 
General, and there was a_ railway 
running straight up to the very centre 
of the position which was under the 
guns of the enemy. Sir, the proposal, 
under these circumstances, aiter one 
failure, to surrender 12,000 British troops 
without another blow would, if carried 
out, have produced a disaster for which 
'there is no parallel in the history of 
thiscountry. And, ifthe Government had 
consented to it, it would have brought 
| upon us the reproach of our children, 
/and our children’s children into the 
|third and fourth generation. Nothing 
which can be shown in any Papers 
can lessen the effect of these regrettable 
events. 


I pass now to those questions on 
which Papers have already been given 
to the House. Can any further publica- 
tion of papers remove from the people 
of this country their feelings with 
regard to what I cannot but call the 
muddle of Spion Kop, carried out 
under the eyes, and as we contend, 
and as the Commander-in-Chief con- 
tends, under the direct control of Sir 
Redvers Buller? But I admit, and I 
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gladly pay him that tribute, that from 
the moment he took command in order 
to retire the troops, he performed that 
most difficult operation with the spirit, 
energy and generalship which we had 
expected of him. Still, can any publica- 
tion excuse the fact that mistake after 
mistake was made upon those days, 
and that the General in whom the 
Government had placed their whole 
confidence, and to whom they had un- 
stintedly given every support in men 
and in material that he could ask, had 
failed in that vital case to carry out 
the operation as might have been 
expected ? When I look at those facts 
[cannot help asking myself whether 
it is not a strong assumption for the 
right hon. Gentleman to make that 
further publication will relieve Sir 
Redvers Buller of the responsibility 
which has now been put upon him. 
I am bound now to mention another 
fact. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that nothing could be assumed against 
the General until we had heard him 
as to why he thought it necessary to 
try to relieve Ladysmith before the 
end of December. One of the most 
extraordinary facts in the whole of this 
tangled statement is this, that Sir 
Redvers Buller when telegraphing to 
Sir George White on 16th of December, 
and asked him how long he could hold 
out, and suggesting to him the operations 
he should carry out if he could not hold 
out, actually had in his possession at 
the moment Sir George White’s own 
statement, sent to him on the 30th of 
November, that he could hold Ladysmith 
with full provisions for seventy days. 
he. oh.”] I have Sir George White’s 
ieliogram, dated 30th November, to 
General Buller to be repeated to zeneral 
Clery— 

“T have provisions for seventy days, and 
believe that I can defend Ladysmith while 
they last.” 

And yet fifteen days afterwards a note of 
despair is sounded by Sir Redvers Buller, 
the superior officer. I cannot help attach- | 
ing more weight than the right hon. | 
Gentleman does to the loss of nerve of | 
the General who, having that fact before | 
him, hastened to anticipate so disastrous 

acalamity. I am asked to give a Com- | 
mittee of Inquiry, in order that all these | 
points may be made clear. Sir, I cannot | 
and will not admit the contention of the 
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right hon. Gentleman that Sir Redvers 
Buller is to be treated exceptionally in 
this matter. As Secretary of State for 
War, I have to consider the interests and 
the feelings, not of one officer only, 
but of all. Sir Redvers Buller is not 
the only General who, to our regret, 
has lost reputation during the war. 
He is not the only officer who has 
come to us and asked for some inquiry 
or to be allowed to justify himself in the 
Press. More than one officer appealed 
to us, not against the strictures of the 
Government, but against the strictures 
of Sir Redvers Buller. How am I to pro- 
vide special machinery for the examina- 
tion of the case of Sir Redvers Buller while 
I deny it to those who have lost as much 
or mere, and whose honour and _ reputa- 
tion are as dear to them as the honour 
and reputation of Sir Redvers Buller are 
to him and his friends? The answer 
to all that is this. The House has 
been told there is to be a Committee of 
Inquiry. That Committee, it is to be 
hoped, will take evidence in these 
important but delicate matters in private. 
I earnestly hope, on behalf of the Army, 
that what concerns the conduct of the 
generals throughout the campaign may 
be heard with closed doors. Beyond that 
we cannot go. To admit that any officer 
who feels aggrieved by the impression 
produced on the public by his action, or 
by publication which he himself has 
asked for, is then to have the right to 
claim a special court of inquiry would 
be to reopen every kind of difficulty at 
the close of the campaign. 


| pass from that to discuss the 
question of Sir Redvers Buller’s speech. 
1 am blamed, not by the right hon. 
Gentleman but in many quarters, 
for having allowed Sir Redvers Buller 
to be appointed to the First Army 
Corps. I will tell the Committee 
perfectly frankly what occurred in regard 
After the tele- 
grams had been published, a large portion 
of those who had previously believed 
that Sir Redvers Buller had been hardly 
treated turned round and asked why it 
was that the Government did not take 
immediate steps for his recall after the 
battle of Colenso. The position after the 
battle of Colenso was a most difficult one, 
and gave the Government the gravest 
concern in regard to the future operations 
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in Natal. I cannot deny that the confi- 
dence of the Government in Sir Redvers 
Buller’s initiative had been shaken, both 
by the method of his attack on Colenso 
and by the telegrams he sent subse- 
quently to its failure. But, on the other 
hand, will the Committee consider what 
were the difficulties of replacing him at 
that moment ? Sir George White, his 
second in command, was shut up in Lady- 
smith. Sir Archibald Hunter, the Chief 
of the Staff, wasalsoshut up in Ladysmith. 
Of the three divisional generals, Lord 
Methuen had just sustained a severe 
reverse, General Gatacre had also in the 
same week suffered, and General Clery 
had had no opportunity of securing for 
himself any special confidence in the 
conduct of the campaign. I mean no 
disrespect. I mean simply that he had 
had no opportunity up to that moment. 
| do not think that his division had ever 
been actually engaged under his com- 
mand. This is a serious matter. No 
ther officer was then in Natal or South 
Africa who had ever commanded a large 
body of troops. General French had not 
had time to establish the great reputation 
which he has since fortunately added to 
the annals of our Army. Neither 
General Lyttelton nor General Hildyard 
had ever conducted a whole brigade into 
action. ‘To pass by them, to pass by 
Sir Redvers Buller and to give the 
command to a man unless the Govern- 
ment had supreme confidence that they 
were improving the position, would have 
been a folly which could not have been 
condoned. Let it be remembered, more- 
over, that Sir Redvers Buller’s troops 
knew nothing of any discouragement he 
may have felt. Not merely after the 
battle of Colenso, but up to the day he 
entered Ladysmith, the General still 
retained the confidence of his troops, and 
perhaps the most important element 
next to good strategy in the selection of a 
good general still remained to Sir Redvers 
Buller. Then there was a question of 
ending an officer out from England. 
The disaster took place upon a Friday. 
No ship sailed till the following Saturday 
week. Something like four weeks must 
have elapsed before an officer in England 
could have arrived to take command. 
{hus half the time that Sir G. White 
informed us that Ladysmith could hold 


out would have gone, and no general, | 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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however loyal and devoted, could have 
been expected to risk his army on fresh 
plans and lines at a moment when he 
was liable to have the command taken 
out of his hand, in case he made a dis- 
position absolutely contrary to what the 
officer who was to succeed him would 
approve. ‘The Government may have 
been wrong; but the course they took 
was. I think, defensible and arguable. 
They adjured General Buller to per- 
severe ; they relieved him of the supreme 
command in South Africa, and they sent 
out Lord Roberts and Lord Kitchener to 
undertake the general conduct of the 
campaign. What followed? I am asked 
again, why was Sir Redvers Buller still 
allowed to continue in command atter 
the battle of Spion Kop? The answer 
to that is that the despatches which 
gave us the full report of the battle of 
Spion Kop never came to hand in this 
country until after the relief of Lady- 
smith ; and after the relief of Ladysmith 
it was felt that the force in Natal, which 
had done -uch desperate fighting under 
Sir Redvers Buller’s command, and 
which now became an integral portion 
of Lord Roberts's army, could still be 
conducted, by the orders from head- 
quarters which Lord Roberts sent to 
his various generals. 

Perhaps I ought to say that when Lord 
Roberts came home the Government 
showed their sense of the merits of the 
various commanders by asking Lord 
Kitchener to undertake the command 
instead of Sir Redvers Buller. Sir Redvers 
Buller, on his return, was sent back, as 
other generals were, to the command he 
had held before he went out. I do not 
defend that system. In no other war 
should the system ever be adopted of 
keeping open commands for officers who 
may go into the field, and whoon coming 
home may be found to be in a position 
of doubt as to whether they should be 
in actual command. ‘The position which 
I found in November, 1900, when I 
became Secretary of State for War, was 
that Lord Roberts had continued to 
employ General Buller in the field in 
command of a large body of troops for 
eight months after the battle of Spion 
Kop, and that Lord Wolseley had recom- 
mended his return to his peace command 
at Aldershot. The army corps system 
was introduced in October 1, 1901. The 
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army corps system made less change in 
the Aldershot command than in any 
other. The district was the same, and 
the troops were the same, but the 
powers were large. It was not a question 
of appointing Sir Redvers Buller, it was 
a question of dismissing him. I had no 
ground whatever for his dismissal. It 
was perfectly true that I had given a 
pledge to Parliament that the command 
ff the army corps should be given to 
men who were intended to conduct an 
my corps in the field. I adhere to 
that pledge. But in this particular 
case, in Which an officer was already in 
possession, in which the troops who 
iormed the army corps were not there, 
iathough the troops in the command 
were Just as numerous as the other 
troops who had been trained in drafts 
ind sent out to South Africa, and above 
ll, when the officer who could have re- 
placed General Buller was not available 
and could not be withdrawn from South 
Mica, I could only have removed Sir 
Redvers Buller—in order to make good 
my pledge—by substituting for him an 
officer of less experience who would not 
have been recommended by Lord 
Roberts for the command of the First 
Army Corps in the field. If I erred, | 
accept the responsibility. I knew Sir 
Redvers Buller to be a good peace 
commander. Of course, | mean no dis- 
respect. I mean that I knew him to be 
thoroughly acquainted and conversant, 
perhaps more than any other officer in 
the Army, with the duties which a 
general has to perform in a large camp 
n time of peace. I knew that he 
possessed the confidence of the troops : 
ind if I had gone out of my way at that 
moment to bring an impeachment 
gainst him for operations which had 
taken place nearly two years before, it 
would not have been merely unsustain- 
iblein any Court before which he could 
have been brought, but it would have 
been denounced by the feeling through- 
ut the Army. It is true that the 
oficial annoineement made it clear that 
General Buller’s period of command was 
‘ocomplete the five years for which he 
iid been appointed in 1898. That is so, 
ind I think that any consideration | 
could show him under the circumstances 
was not thrown away. Now, sir, 
I come to the question of General 
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Buller’s speech. I am _ brought to 
book because it is alleged that but for 
the outcry made in the newspapers this 
speech would have passed without notice. 
I entirely deny it. 1 will show step by 
step that that speech could not be dis- 
regarded without sacrificing all the best 
traditions of the Army, and also without 
involving us in the gravest difficulties at 
home. In the first place, it was a grave 
breach of the King’s regulations, which 
lay it down that an _ officer whose 
character or conduct as an officer ora 
gentleman has been impugned should 
appeal tc his commanding officer. Sir 
Redvers Buller’s appeal lay to the 
Commander-in-Chief. He did not appeal 
to the Commander-in Chief. He decided, 
instead, to appeal to the public. That 
was a grave breach of the regulations. 
The regulations preclude the discussion 
of orders given by superior authority. 
Sir Redvers Buller discussed in public 
his own fitness for the command which 
he had just been ordered by superior 
authority to assume. I cannot imagine 
anything more fatal to discipline than 
that an officer going down to take up 
his command should proceed, as Sir 
Redvers Buller did, to address a public 
audience on his own fitness for 
that position. The regulations preclude 
the publication of secret documents. Sir 
tedvers Buller undertook to publish a 
telegram, which the Government in this 
House had already refused to publish ; 
and his conduct was just as prejudicial to 
discipline as the publication itself could 
have been. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that no individual was involved in 
the speech. I entirely differ from him. 
There was an allusion in the speech to 
an order which the Commander-in-Chief 
had given that Sir Redvers Buller should 
withdraw a certain instruction issued to 
the Artillery at Aldershot. Sir Redvers 
Buller discussed an interview which he 
said he had had with an unknown 
individual, who, he said, was a spy and 
who came to warn him that he had 
enemies who wanted to get him out 
of the way, and who particularly said— 
‘You had an order about artillery the 
other day. Well,” continued the spy, 
‘vou have enough money to live upon ; 
give up the Aldershot command.” Sir 
Redvers Buller replied —‘* Thank you 
very much, why should I?’’ The spy 
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said—* You have got enemies, men who | 
mean to get you out of the way; they | 
will get you out of the way, and you | 


had better get out of it quickly.” 
Sir Redvers Buller said—‘“‘If it is 
necessary for me to use that information, 
I shall.” The headquarters of the Army 
issued an order cancelling Sir Redvers 
Buller’s instruction about artillery. He 
takes the warning of a spy who tells him 
he has enemies who are determined to 
ruin him. What enemies? Obviously 
enemies at the headquarters of the 
Army who were issuing instructions 
which were likely to do him harm. I 
cannot conceive anything which is 
less calculated to promote discipline in 
a great command than that the officer in 
command of it should publicly announce 
an extraordinary story of this kind as 
bearing upon his relations with the 
headquarters staff. Then there was a 
further and, 1 think, most injudicious 
allusion to an order issued to him by 
the Commander-in-Chief in South Africa, 
if necessary not to shrink from losing 
2,000 or 3,000 men in his attempt to 
relieve Ladysmith. Sir Redvers Buller 
had asked whether, if it needed such a 
loss, he should persevere; and Lord 
Roberts replied that Ladysmith must 
be relieved even at that loss. 

Sm EDWARD GREY: Read the 


whole of the telegram. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
publish the whole of the telegram ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: It has been already 
published in the despatches. 


Str EDWARD GREY: Has the 
whole or only an extract been published ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: So far as I know, 
the whole of the despatches have been 
published. I am not aware of any 
despatch published which has not been 
given in full. Sir Redvers Buller further 
said— 

‘Tf I ever displayed rash or great courage it 
was when, having in my pocket the very 
telegram which was talked about, in which I 
was ordered to lose 2,000 or 3,000 men, I decided 
to withdraw my troops because I did not think 
I could lose them to any advantage.” 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 
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Here, again, what is to be thought of 
a discipline under which after an officer 
has been ordered not to shrink from 
losing 2,000 or 3,000 men he goes toa 
public audience and boasts of the courage 
which decided him to withdraw his troops 
without risking them ? But those are 
subsidiary points. What is really the 
important point is this—who, having 
read that speech, full of indiscretion as 
it was, could not but feel that there was 
displayed in it throughout a want of 
temper and judgment which threw 
grave doubts on General Buller’s 
capacity for command? Can any one 
doubt the example which was set to 
junior officers of the Army by a man 
who had set the King’s regulations aside, 
ventilated his grievances in public, and 
while denouncing the qualifications of 
others extolled his own qualifications for 
the most important command in this 
country? But even the terms of his 
speech were not the most important 
element in deciding the Government to 
take action upon it. Those speeches are 
calculated in the highest degree to pre- 
judice the British Army in a campaign. 
When Sir Redvers Buller returned home 
he came to see me, and told me ina 
conversation, of which I reminded him 
on October 17th last, that he intended 
to make certain speeches about the 
campaign. I warned him with all the 
earnestness which I could command that 
such speeches would not be permitted by 
any officer who had been engaged in 
South Africa. I mentioned to the 
House a few moments ago that there 
were other aggrieved officers who desired 
to make speeches. When I came into 
office I found recriminations rampant 
between certain officers as to what had 
occurred in Natal, and loud words, 
hard words, were passing on paper with 
regard to those transactions. I believe 
that no one in my position could have 
done otherwise than I did in making it 
perfectly clear to all the officers con- 
cerned that any attempt to further dis- 
cuss their grievances in public would 
meet with disciplinary action by the 
Commander-in-Chief. Officers _ report 
what has taken place in the field. 
Superior officers comment on the re- 
ports. The Government decides. The 
incident must close there. If every man 
who thinks his character impugned 
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comes home and appeals to the Press 
and public against his superiors, who, 
possibly, ay at the moment be still 
fighting in the field, the conduct of a 
campaign becomes impossible. 
regarding the Commander-in-Chief’s 
advice, had allowed the recriminations 
to proceed, I should not only have taken 
a step that would have been fatal to the 
discipline of the Army, but should have 
allowed the British Army to become the 
laughing-stock of the world. After 
telling other officers that they would be 
renoved from the service it they took 
the action taken by Sir Redvers Buller, 
how could we overlook the most dis- 
tinguished general in the most dis- 
tinguished command without admitting 
—what, indeed, is proposed to us to ad- 
nit this atternoon—that there is one set 
of regulations for the rest of the British 
Army and another for Sir Redvers 
Buller ? 

Now, Sir, I deeply regret that it 
has fallen to me to make a statement 
which must so seriously affect the feel- 
ings of all those who have interests in 
the Army and which must so seriously 
affect the conduct of one of our most 
distinguished generals. I can only say 
that it is the first time that any man 
standing at this table, during all the 
chequered experiences and the exciting 
moments of the last three years, has said 
one single word which reflected on the 
character or conduct of Sir Redvers 
Buller. But [think that, after the in- 
sinuations which have been made, it 
would have been a breach of faith and 


truth to the House if I had not 
told the story of the campaign and 
the true facts as they have affected 


the general. I can honestly say I 
have never discharged in this House a 
more painful or a more ungrateful task. 
Ido not think any man ever had a more 
cruel duty than that which—with the 
full assent of all my colleagues—fell to 
we last October of removing and practi- 
cally closing the career of a soldier who 
for more than forty years had com- 
manded so high a measure of public 
entidence. I have known Sir Redvers 
Buller with all the intimacy of official 
converse for more than fifteen years. I 
have always been on terms of cordiality 
with him until the Jast few months. 
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constantly a guest at his house and he 
at mine; and, without agreeing with 
him always, I can honestly say I recog- 
nised the force of his character and his 
rare gift of impressing men, and [| felt 
his failures in Natal to be a private grief 
as well as a public calamity. But I think 
that in such circumstances as these no 
private feelings and no past history justi 
fies us in keeping an officer in his eom- 
mand when his control of it has ceased 
to be an advantage to the country. In 
allowing Sir Redvers Buller to continue 
to complete his time in October last 
we endeavoured to show the considera- 
tion due to his long years of service and 
his eminent qualities. I wish that the 
controversy with regard to him should be 
allowed to close with the present debate. 
I would far rather that the recollection 
of Sir Redvers Buller’s services should 
rest not on these last few months 
of storm and stress and unsatisfied 
expectations, but rather on the long 
years of energy, and courage, and of zeal 
for reform, at a time when Army reform 
was not so popular as it is now, which 
obtained for him, perhaps, the highest 
thing a soldier can wish for—namely, 
not merely the confidence of the Govern- 
ment he serves, but also the confidence 
of the troops he has to lead. I believe, 
for my part, that it would be for the 
General’s advantage that this contro- 
versy should be allowed to close. I ask 
it still more on behalf of the Army and 
the country. The reputations of our 
great military leaders are not merely 
the property of their friends; they are 
also, in a peculiar degree, the possession 
of their fellow-countrymen. It rarely 
happens to a statesman to take action 
for his country with the united feeling 
of the whole Empire at his back, as has 
been the case of those who have led our 
armies in South Africa in the course of 
the last three years. Sir Redvers 
Buller’s failure, so far as it was a failure, 
has been an uncounted loss to his fellow- 
countrymen. His gain would have been 
our gain, his reputation was our reputa- 
tion, and his loss has been our loss. | 
cannot help wishing that the House 
would allow me to deprecate the undue 
continuance of this public recrimination 
about individual episodes, the effects of 
which are equally damaging to all of us. 


Vntil he went to South Africa [ was! Do not let the House suppose that I 
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deprecate examination. The teachings 
of the war are being taken to heart; 
they will reform the whole fabric 
of our military system. Let the Com- 
mission do its part to assist us. Let 
it examine every detail. For my 
part, I shall give it every assistance 
in my power. Is it too much to 
ask on behalf of the Army that we 
should now, or very shortly, close these 
public discussions of our less fortunate 
military achievements, that we should 
lerve the consideration of reputations 
which have been damaged, and concen- 
trate ourselves on learning by what has 
pas-ed, reconstituting our military fabric 
with the assistance of those great colonies 
who have come to our aid ! 

Lend, as I began, by deploring the 
necessity for this debate. I regret what 
it has been necessary for me to say in 
the course of the debate, and I appeal to 
the House that discussion on these 
things, which tend to damage us at 
home and disparage us abroad, may now 
be allowed to close. So far as the Gov- 
ernment are concerned, we have done 
our best to discourage them. All 
along we have practised reticence; we 
have taken the whole blame on our 
shoulders for what has gone wrong; and 
if there are to be further denunciations 
of individuals and further attacks on 
reputations, we shall enter on a course 
for which we in the Government are un- 
willing to take any responsibility, and 
the mischievous results of which we can 
clearly foresee. 


(4.38.) Sir EDWARD GREY: I do 
not desire to ignore the appeal which the 
right hon. Gentleman has made that this 
controversy should cease, but I want to 
refer to two things which he has said. To 
one I give a categorical denial on Sir 
Redvers Buller’s behalf, and the other I 
wish to correct. The thing I wish to 
deny is that Sir Redvers Buller held the 
knowledge about the length of time that 
supplies would last in Ladysmith at the 


Supply — 


time he wrote the despatches after 
Colenso. He denied that in these 
words— 


* T did not know what supplies there were. 
[ thought at that time I had officially in writ- 
ing that the garrison could not be fed beyond 
the end of the year.” 
The right hon. Gentleman has quoted a 
despatch which, he said, was in Sir 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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Redvers Buller’s possession, giving en- 
tirely different information. Of course, 
I can quote no despatch, but I do quote 
Sir Redvers Buller’s direct denial ag to 
his information about the supplies in 
Ladysmith, and if such a despatch, as 
the right hon. Gentleman says. was in 
Sir Redvers Buller’s possession, I thinkitis 
a fair surmise that it could not have been 
the only information in his possession, or 
the information on which he thought it 
safest to rely, because he says himself that 
at that time he thought he had it officially 
in writing that the garrison could not be 
fed beyond the end of the year. Yes ; but 
he may not quote anything. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman let him tell the 
whole story ? 


The next point is this. The right hon. 
Gentleman quoted a telegram from Sir 
Redvers Buller asking Lord Roberts's 
permission to persevere and, apparently, 
hesitating to risk the loss which would be 
involved. I state categorically what | 
think the right hon. Gentleman does not 
know, that that telegram he has quoted 
is published as an extract, and that, if the 
whole were published and the instructions 
from Lord Roberts to Sir Redvers Buller 
which produced that telegram, the 
impression with regard to Sir Redvers 
Buller’s conduct in this matter would not 
only be entirely dispelled but reversed. 
If Sir Reivers Buller were free to quote 
on his side the whole of the telegram and 
of the orders on which he was acting, it 
would entirely dispel the impression which 
has been produced by the extract. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I think I had better 
answer the statements of the right hon. 
Gentleman at once. I can only read it as 
it reaches me from the official file. As 
regards the heliogram from Sir George 
White which I mentioned, and an extract 
from which I read, the right hon. Gentle- 
man may be in a position to say that Sir 
Redvers Buller never received it, but Lam 
convinced that that file is accurate, as the 
telegrams previously quoted from it have 
not been challenged by Sir Redvers 
Buller. With regard to the telegram 0! 
Lord Roberts to Sir Redvers Buller in 
reference to the 2,000 or 3,000 men, I will 
read the messages as they stand here. 

Sir EDWARD GREY And Sir 


Redvers Buller’s telegram / 
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Mr. BRODRICK: Both, premising 
that they have been paraphrased, and that 
the original telegrams up to the month of 
March of that year were destroyed, in 
order to protect the cipher. This is a 
telegram dated Cape Town, February 6, 
fom Field-Marshal Lord Roberts to 
Secretary of State for War— 

“Following received from Buller: ‘I have 
pierced the enemy’s lines after a fight lasting 
all yesterday without many casualties, and | 
now hold the hill which divides their position, 
indwhich will give me access to Ladysmith 
Plain if [ can advance. [I shall then be ten 
niles from White, while the enemy will have 
oly one place beyond to stand. [ must, 
however, drive back the enemy either on the 
right or left to get my artillery and stores on 
to the plain. This operation will cost from 
2000 to 3,000 men. [ am hopeful, but not 
confident, of success. Do you think the 
chance of relieving Ladysmith worth the risk, 
and how would such a loss affect your plans ? 
This is the only possible way of relieving 
Ladysmith. I know of no other if I give this 
up. Following in reply to Buller: ‘ Ladysmith 
must be relieved, even at the loss you expect. 
[ should certainly persevere, and my hope is 
that the enemy will be so severely punished as 
to enable you to withdraw White's garrison 
without great difficulty. Let the troops know 
that in their hands is the honour of the 
Empire, and of their success I have no possible 
doubt.’ ” 


sir EDWARD GREY: Lord Robert's 
orders to Sir Redvers Buller which had 
preceded and caused that telegram are 
the important matter. [After a pause. | 
I may tell the right hon. Gentleman 
that my contention is this—though | 
cannot quote—that Sir Redvers Buller 
had been ordered previously not to risk 
loss, and that he was bound, in deference 
to the orders of his superior, not to risk 
loss without consulting Lord Roberts. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have only the 
telegrams. I have not got all the orders 
that passed, so, of course, I am not 
prepared to meet that particular point. 
But I have read the whole of the 
telegrams on that point. 


sik EDWARD GREY: That is only a 
further reason for not letting the matter 
rest. 

*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
areham )desired toenter a protestagainst 
the prolongation of the discussion, and to 
state his reasons forso doing. ‘The first 
iid foremost ground on which he based 
his protest was the injury which must 
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necessarily result to military discipline 
and efficiency if all or any military judg- 
ments of this kind were to be discussed 
by what, with all respect, he thought 
was an incompetent and scarcely im- 
partial tribunal. How could the House 
of Commons pretend to know whether 
this general was, or was not, fitted for a 
particular command, whether that 
general did, or did not, conduct certain 
military operations in a proper and 
soldier-like manner on a_ particular 
occasion, or whether he had been justly 
or unjustly treated by his superiors in 
being removed from, or considered un- 
fitted for, a particular command! To 
attempt such discussions could not re- 
dound to the credit of the House, and, 
in any case, it must have a most 
deleterious effect on military  discip- 
line if every officer who felt himself 
aggrieved, or whose friends felt he had 
been unjustly treated, could appeal 
from the judgment of his military 
superiors to the prejudiced verdict of a 
political assembly. Such a practice, if 
it became established, as it now threat- 
ened to be, must strike at the very 
roots of military discipline, and inflict 
real injury on the State. No one would 
contend that this washing of dirty linen 
in public could possibly do any good to 
the House, the Army, the aggrieved 
individual himself, or, indeed, to anybody 
concerned. 

He further based his protest on the 
fact that these discussions took up a 
great deal of the time of the House. 
There had recently been the ‘Colville 
case,” now the “ Buller case” was being 
discussed, and he presumed it would be 
followed by the ‘‘ Warren ease,” and 
many others which should be nameless. 
That was bad enough, but how in justice 
could this vicious form of “appeal to 
be limited to officers of high 
rank only? There were hundreds of 
junior officers who, in the course of the 
war, had been cashiered, or placed on 
half-pay, and who possibly thought they 
had been ill-used by the authorities. 
How could the House refuse them a 
hearing if it indulged the generals, and 
having heard them, it would be only 
logical and just in these democratic 
days if they were to go further and allow 
the appeals of non-commissioned ofticers 
and men who had been treated in the 

Y 2 
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Same way. Why, indeed, confine our 
revising powers to military judgments 3 
Would it not be equally appropriate 
that this House should extend its re- 
vising power to such matters as the 
grant of a deeree nisi when any of the 
parties concerned considered they were 
aggrieved ! Surely the Committee was at 
at least «s competent to undertake a 
discussion of that kind. The practical 
point was, however, that debates of this 
kind take up a great deal of time, and if 
this precedent was allowed there was no 
limit to the amount of time that might 
so betuken up. Asa result, the really 
important military questions which were 
ripe for discussion were set aside and 
crowded out altogether, and what could 
be more destructive to military etticiency. 
This was the only remaining occasion 
this session when broad questions of 
military policy could be discussed. There 
were many such subjects fresh in the 
minds of hon. Members, and one day 
would be quite short enough to discuss 
any one of them. Nevertheless, the few 
hours which were available were to 
be taken up debating the case of 
an individual who fancied _ himself 
to be aggrieved, and when _ that 
was disposed of, they were to be called 
upon to discuss whether the Com- 
mander-in Chief, with his fifty years of 
inilitary experience, was, or was not, com- 
petent to deal with a petty matter of 
discipline in one of the military colleges. 
Could anything be more ludicrous, or 
more destructive of that spirit of discip- 
line which should animate and pervade 
the fighting services ? 


Lorp HUGH CECIL(Greenwich) asked 
if the hon. Member was in order in re- 
ferring to the question of the military 
college at Sandhurst on this Vote ? 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No: it 
will not be in order to discuss that 
question. 


* Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he had no 
intention of discussing the question, and 
he only mentioned it, in passing, as an 
instance of the way the time of the 
House was wasted by the noble Lord 
and his friends. He contended that the 
only people who could profit by these 


sensational debates were the enemies of 


Mr. Arthur Lee, 
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this country, and neither the House, 
the Army, nor the particular individuals 
concerned, could possibly benefit by 
them. As regarded this particular cas» 
of General Butler, he ventured to assert 
that the British public were only too 
anxious to hear the last of it. They 
were sick and tired of the whole 
miserable, humiliating business, and 
would gladly forget it if they could. 
In any case there was no possibility of 
any good being done by raking up the 
embers of these unsavoury pasts. On 
every ground, therefore, he appealed to 
hon. Members on both sides of the 
House not to prolong the debate more 
than could possibly be avoided, and to 
pass on tothose serious military questions 
which did arise upon this Vote. 


(4.50.) Mr. LAMBERT said the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War had quoted secret telegrams, which 
were only in his possession, in order t 
damage General Buller. That was 
very grave matter for a Minister of 
the Crown to do. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Have I not a per- 
fect right to read any telegram I please, 
if I lay it upon the Table of the House ’ 


Mr. LAMBERT: But you read them 
first in your speech. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I take the whol 
responsibility of doing so, because it 
is a document which is absolutely neces- 
sary, and germane to the arguments 
before the House. 


Mr. LAMBERT said he did not wish 
to impugn the right of the right hon. 
Gentleman to lay telegrams before the 
House, but he had quoted a heliogram 
which purported to come from General 
Buller and which had never seen the 
light before. That telegram must 
materially influence the mind of the 
Committee as regarded General Buller: 
action at Colenso. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman would he alloy General 
Buller to publish any telegram h 


thought necessary in his defence ! 


Mr. BRODRICK : Most certainly not. 
His friends have put forth an argument 
as to his conduct, and I quoted only 4 
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document which is relevant. They 
make statements and I refute them, and 
[give this as one of the grounds of my 
refutation. General Buller’s proper 
course is to go before the Royal Com- 
mission and let them see the whole of 
these documents. 


Mr. LAMBERT said they wanted to 

know something about the constitution 
of this Commission first. They did not 
want to import any heat into this 
matter. [Ministerial Jaughter.] He was 
sure hon. Gentlemen opposite wished to 
se justice done to General Buller, and 
he thought he could show that justice 
had not been done. The right hon. 
Gentleman had quoted a secret helio- 
gam which none of them had ever 
een in order to make his case good 
against General Buller. The Secretary 
i State for War had published five 
telegrams. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, I did not. 


Mr. LAMBERT said at any rate 
General Buller published them in re- 
sponse to the challenge of the right hon. 
Gentleman. These telegrams were 
selected by the War Office, and General 
Buller had them thrown at his head to 
publish if he liked. As the Secretary 
ior Var had selected five telegrams for 
publication would he allow General 
Buller to publish the whole series of 
those telegrams ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid the 
hon. Gentleman does not follow my 
rgument. General Buller asked me to 
allow him to publish one heliogram, and 
| said he could do so if he would publish 
the reply. He asked me to contradict 
aparticular telegram which had been 
sent. I said he could publish that 
telegram if he would publish the one to 
which it was an answer. 


Mr. LAMBERT said that if they pub- 
lished the telegrams which were sent by 
General Buller during those critical 
days about the 15th of December, 1899, 
they ought to publish the whole series 
oi telegrams. It was not fair to publish 
one er two telegrams which showed 
General Buller in the worst possible 
light. From the 14th of December to 
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the 17th, General Buller sent from 86 
to 101 telegrams and the right hon. 
Gentleman had picked out five of them. 


Army Estimates. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, no. 


Mr. LAMBERT said the right hon. 
Gentleman selected five telegrams and 
told General Buller that they were 
placed in his possession upon the clear 
understanding that they were not to be 
divulged to anyone, but if publicity was 
decided upon, they were to be published 
as [they stood. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman read to the Committee, tele- 
grams which he would ask him for! He 
would like him to read a telegram from 
General Buller, General Ofticer Com- 
manding, No. 86, sent on the 14th of 
December, also another, No. 49, which 
General Buller received from the War 
Office ; and another most important one, 
No. 91, which General Buller sent to the 
War Oftice. He had those telegrams in 
histhand and he would like to read them. 
(Ministerial cries of “ Read.) General 
Buller had been ordered not to publish a 
single telegram, and, therefore, he was not 
permitted to read them without the 
right hon. Gentleman's express consent. 
He put this as a matter of fairness to 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
had made selections from the telegrams, 
and if he would not allow him to read 
them he certainly ought to allow General 
Buller to place them before a properly 
constituted tribunal. That was only 
fair. The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that General Buller suggested that 
General White should surrender; that 
General Buller sent a heliogram asking 
General White to surrender; and that it 
was so monstrous a thing that the people 
in Ladysmith believed it to be a forgery. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman really 
believe that the telegram which General 
Buller sent to Sir George White bore cut 
that statement? Did he believe that 
General Buller’s telegram actually sug- 
gested the surrender of Ladysmith! The 
right hon. Gentleman said that if such 
a stigma had rested upon them it would 
have been a stigma upon our children, 
and our children’s children. Why did 
he accuse General Buller of wanting to 
place that stigma upon this country ? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The telegram to 
the Government suggested that he should 
give up Ladysmith and take up another 
position and wait for the winter. 


Mr. LAMBERT asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to tell him where those 
words “wait for the winter” came in. 
Could he quote them from any of 
General Buller’s telegrams? That 
was a perfectly fair challenge. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman tell him 
where the words “wait until winter 
comes on” were to be found? The right 
hon. Gentleman could not do this. That 
was a sample of the kind of accusation 
brought against General Buller. He did 
not think it was fair that a distinguished 
general ofticer should be treated thus by 
the Minister who ought to defend him in 
the House of Commons. If General 
3uller had been guilty of what the right 
hon. Gentleman had suggested—the send- 
ing of this appalling message—he ought, 
instead of being placed in command of 


the First Army Corps, to have been 
brought before a Court Martial. Was 


General Buller’s action ever criticised by 
his military superiors? Did his military 
superiors ever ask him for any explana- 
tion of any of his actions? The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that Colenso 
was badly executed and badly conceived. 
Why did not the Government ask General 
Buller for some explanation of that ? 
They never did such a thing. The right 
hon. Gentleman had told them that the 
House of Commons was not competent to 
decide upon a matter of strategy. Let 
General Buller come before a tribunal by 
which his action could be tested. Talk 
about General Buller having done so 
badly ! The right hon. Gentleman talked 
of the muddle of Spion Kop and_ of 
Colenso. What on earth could have 
made Lord Roberts promulgate the Army 
Order if all these things took place? If 
he was so incompetent as the right hon. 


Gentleman had stated, what was the 
meaning of the Army Order in which 


Lord Roberts thanked Sir Redvers Buller 
for the great services which he had 
rendered to the country when in com- 
mand of the forces in Natal? Was 
it fair of the right hon. Gentleman 
to make such a strong and bitter attack 
on General Buller when the Commander- 
in-Chief had tendered him that vote ? 
That Army Order was either sincere or a | 
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sham. If the right hon. Gentleman's 
statement was correct, the Army Order 
must have been asham; but he could not 


| believe that Lord Roberts would publish 


a commendation of an officer whom he 
believed to be to blame. He could give 
reasons why General Buller considered 
that General White could only hold out 
to the end of the year, but that was 
not a thing which they could discuss 


here. They were demanding full infor- 
mation. They demanded that General 


Buller should be allowed to tell his own 
story to a properly-constituted tribunal, 
or that the orders which the right hon. 
Gentleman had given him to close his 
mouth should be removed. He was sure 
he had the House with him on the 
subject of the Colenso telegrams. If 
General Buller was to be judged, he 
should not be judged by isolated tele- 
grams, but by all the telegrams he sent. 
Notwithstanding the cheers that greeted 
the right hon. Gentleman, hon. Members, 
he was sure, were sorry that a Minister 
had made such an attack upon General 
Buller. It was not fair to make such 
an attack, and order General Buller to 
close his mouth. It was like hitting a 
man on the face, when his hands were 
tied behind his back. The British public 
liked fair play. When he first took 
up this case he did so because General 
Buller was a Devonshire man, but since 
then he had been told many things. 
He was certain that General Buller had 
a strong case. When he arrived in 
South Africa on 31st October he had 
only 2,500 men to deal with ; Ladysmith 
was besieged three days after -wards ; 

Kimberley was besieged ; and Mafeking 
was invested. The Boers were not only 
holding in General White, but they were 
marching towards Maritzburg. What 

would have happened if General Buller 
had not gone to Natal to save Maritz- 
burg? The Boers would have gone on to 
Durban, but he drove them back. The 
position in which he found himself at 
Colenso was so grave that he ought to 
be allowed to tell that story, because he 
was the only man who could tell it 
intelligently. The House should re- 
member that an enormous frontier had 
to be protected. He could not withdraw 
a single soldier from the frontier without 
risking a blaze in Cape Colony. The 
surrender of Ladysmith, unless forced by 
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the direst extremity, was a thing General 
Buller would not have suggested for a 
moment. (General Buller took Sir 
George White to be a brave soldier, 
and did any one suppose that Sir George 
White would surrender Ladysmith unless 
in the direst extremity ? General Buller 
gent the telegram to General White, as he 
aid at Westminster, in order to give 
him a sort of cover if the worst came to 
the worst. That was what made General 
Buller so much beloved by all his men. 
They knew that he was willing to stand 
inwiththem. It was no use saying that 
he was Such an incompetent man when 
he had the confidence of every man who 
served under him. General Buller 
was not the only General who had made 
blunders in South Africa. Many others 
had made mistakes. Did this House 
imagine that if every telegram were 
published all the reputations would stand 
as high as they did now? This con- 
troversy could not end here, and he 
implored the right hon. Gentleman to 
free General Buller from the silence 
which had been imposed on him. 


*(5.11.) Sm EDGAR VINCENT 
(Exeter) said if he ventured to trespass 
on the time of the Committee for a few 
moments it was because he represented a 
constituency which included Sir Redvers 
Buller among its voters, who regarded 
that remarkable man with intense 
affection and respect. No one could 
have listened to the debate today with- 
out coming to the conclusion that the 
most unsatisfactory method of dealing 
with this question was the method of the 
successive publication of telegrams. It 
appeared to him to be open to every 
possible objection. He felt sure that 
the House would recognise — that 
there were only two methods—either to 
drop the controversy altogether or else 
submit the whole of the facts to the 
Committee on the war, which could take 
evidence with closed doors. The con- 
tinuous publication of telegrams, some 
selected by the War Office and others 
selected by Sir Redvers Buller, could not 
give the country any clear view of the 
facts, or conduce either to support 
General Buller’s case or to the public 
advantage. Then, again, it was not 
right to deal only with Natal. There 
Was .another important 
Which he felt much more 


sudject on 
strongly. 
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It was that when General Buller 
was appointed to Aldershot the War 
Office had all the facts with regard to what 
occurred in Natal. The Government 
had absolute possession of these tele- 
grams. What he wanted to know was 
what occurred between the date of the 
appointment and the date of the dis- 
missal, which rendered General Buller 
unfit to retain his command? The 
Secretary of State for War had given 
the Committee in a clearer manner 
than had yet been done, the five points 
in General Buller’s speech of 10th 
October, which, in the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s opinion, rendered Sir Redvers 
Buller incompetent to retain command 
of the First Army Corps. The hon. 
Member held that none of the five 
points which were brought forward 
justified any penalty as severe as that 
which General Buller received. The 
speech might have been indiscreet and 
unwise. There were points in it which 
he was sure the friends of General 
Buller regretted, but he questioned 
whether any man of common sense 
would maintain that that speech merited 
dismissal from the Aldershot command. 
It appeared to him that one could not 
introduce any standard of military 
discipline taken from continental prac- 
The case must be judged on the 


tice. 
general practice of officers in the 
English Army in high command. He 


submitted that there was nothing in 
the words used by General Buller on 
10th October, which merited more 
than a reprimand at the outside. He 
would venture to ask the Secretary 
of State to publish all the correspond- 
ence which took place between General 
Buller and the War Office, subsequent 
to the speech of 10th October. That 
course did not appear to him to be open 
to the objection which had been raised 
to other publications, namely, that it 
would form a defence for the publica- 
tion of information with respect to other 
officers. In this matter the position of 
Sir Redvers Buller was absolutely unique. 
So far as he was aware, there was no 
precedent of a general officer in his 
position and of his reputation having 
been dismissed from a high command in 
consequence of indiscreet words used by 
him. He felt convinced that if, after 
the publication of that correspondence, 











575 Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Army Estimates, 576 


the right hon. Gentleman realised that | as this, there is, on the face of it at all 


the causes upon which he acted were 
inadequate and that he committed an 
injustice, he would not hesitate to take 


| 
| 


events, a prima facie case of injustice to 
be cleared up. There are, [ think, some 
points which must present themselves tu 


measures to rectify what perhaps he | the ordinary man, not accustomed to the 
might have done under some provocation | intricacies of military discipline or of 


and under circumstances of considerable | departmental , regulations. 


ditticulty. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I have listened with a 
very great degree of sympathy to the 


speech which has just been made by the | 


hon. Member opposite, and I have come 
very 
the matter as he has arrived at. Every- 
one will agree that this painful matter 
was brought before the House with 
great clearness, fairness, and modera- 
tion by my right hon. friend, but 
he was quite right in saying that he 
initiated the question on his own 
responsibility, for there is nothing that 
I would deprecate more than the in- 
troduction of any division of Party in a 
case of this kind. I am obliged to look 
at this question as an old and intimate 
friend of General Buller. There is no 
one who has a more sincere admiration 
for him than I have, and my admiration 
is not substantially diminished by any- 
thing that has happened even in Natal. 
At the same time, I appreciate to an 
extent it is difficult to convey, the 
immense inconvenience and almost im- 
propriety of constituting this Committee 
the tribunal to decide not only questions 
of military capacity, of the merits and 
demerits of military movements and the 
conduct of campaigns and battles, but 
also of the finer questions of military 
discipline. I am fully alive to the other 
side of the question, that discussions on 
these matters, either in the House or in 
Committee, seldom result in any benefit 
to the character and the country. One 
hon. Gentleman I noticed was so 
penetrated with an evil habit he has 
contracted, that he spoke of such a 
debate as encouraging the enemy— 
forgetting that while that might have 
been a very nice kind of thing to say a 
few months ago, it is not so now when 
the war has been over for many weeks. 
I think we are all of one mind with 
regard to the inconvenience of discussing 
these questions here ; but it is necessary 
in some cases where, as in such a case 


Sir Edgar Vinceut. 


much to the same conclusion in | 


There is the 
point dwelt upon by my two hon. friends 
beside me, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War is 
able to publish, or to authorise the 
publication of certain selected passages 
in the communications that passed in 
Natal, but it is absolutely forbidden to 
General Buller, or anybody on his behalf, 
to publish other passages which might 
give a different complexion to the whole 
matter. That is a very serious grievance, 
and, so far as I know, that is the main 
grievance of which General Buller com- 
plains. He does not ask for a verdict 
in his favour in regard to anything that 
he has done. All he asks is that the 
public should have the opportunity of 
forming an impartial judgment, and that 
can only be done, of course, either by the 
right hon. Gentleman making a larger 
publication, or by his allowing General 
3uller to make public what he thinks 
represents his side of the case. Here, 
again, I admit fully that we come upon 
a difficulty because the right hon. Gentle- 
man very properly said it would never 
do to publish all the confidential des- 
patches that passed between the General 
and the Secretary of State for War. No 
one could ask for, or contemplate, such a 
thing as that. But what we want is 
some ground to believe that the case of 
General Buller has been more impartially 
considered than it has. Then there is 
the strange series of proceedings with 
regard to General Buller after all this 
had happened. After these calamitous 
despatches of his, after his alleged failures 
in Natal, he was publicly thanked by the 
Commander -in- Chief, the Government 
were almost effusive towards him and 
appointed him to the principal command 
in the Kingdom. If that does not con- 
stitute condonation of all that had 
happened I do not know of what con- 
donation could consist. But the right 
hon. Gentleman implies today that the 
proper thing to be done would have been 
to dismiss General Buller at once, and 
that he was almost waiting for a good 
opportunity to do so. It would seem 
that while he was being thanked and 
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mentioned in the General Orders, and 
while he was being appointed to the 
principal command in England, the Secre- 
tary of State all the time had condemned 
him and was only waiting for a convenient 
chance of getting rid of him. 


Mr. BRODRICK dissented. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It amounts to that. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I traversed the 
arguments of those who said he should 
have been removed at once. I was not 
in office at the time. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAM™ : 
The right hon. Gentleman was in office 
very soon after, but the conduct of the 
Government is one and the same to 
successive Secretaries of State for War. 
Then there is a further point, for it did 
seem to me, and I think it seemed to the 
country, that there was a little abrupt- 
ness and want of consideration, although 
it is perhaps a smaller matter, in the 
manner in which so distinguished an 
officer with so high a standing in the 
Army, and in the country, was retired 
from hiscommand. The indiscreet speech 
of General Buller had nothing in it, if it 
isanalysed, which, as I understand, con- 
stituted a breach of any regulation of 
the Army. It was a grave indiscretion, 
but it was no more, and therefore I think 
the judgment measured out was rather 
hard. The right hon. Gentleman, how- 
ever, has twice said something which 
gives us a ray of hope. General Buller, 
through his friends, asks that he should 
have the opportunity of setting himself 


right with the country. I entirely 
agree that we must not allow great 
and eminent men, men of great  in- 


fluence, to get advantages that are 
refused to other officers, but this is 


undoubtedly a peculiar and exceptional 
case. General Buller’s distinction, and 
the whole of the circumstances make the 
case peculiar, and therefore I think we 
are right in pressing for some means of 
getting at the facts and of enabling 
General Buller, if he can, to set himself 
nght. The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of referring it to the Commission which 
is to inquire into the war. I am afraid 


this matter has occupied so much of the 
time available to us to-day that we shall 
not have much time to inquire into that 
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Commission, but I am very curious, and 
'I think the public are very anxious, to 
know precisely what the nature of that 
inquiry will be. It must almost 
necessarily, it seems to me, be divided 
into two parts—into an inquiry which 
would investigate all the business part of 
the war and an inquiry which would 
deal with the military conduct of the 
war and with military questions such as 
we are dealing with today. The class of 
men whom you wish for each of these 
purposes is quite different; and if the 
right hon. Gentleman could appoint a 
board of general officers, who could with- 
out any prejudice to public interests, 
taking care, as they would be quite 
capable of doing, that no publicity is 
given where evil results would follow, to 
inquire into this matter and report upon 
it, I do not know whether that would 
meet the views of my hon. friends who 
have taken up this matter so strongly, 
but I think myself that it would meet 
the justice of the case, avoid the evils 
which the right hon. Gentleman very 
properly pointed out as likely to acerue 
from any other course, and satisfy the 
public mind. 


Mr. BRODRICK: [am afraid that I 
cannot hold out any hope to the right 
hon. Gentleman that such a tribunal as 
he proposes will be established We 
have given a pledge to Parliament that 
a Commission will be appointed of the 
most responsible persons we can bring 
together to inquire into the conduct of 
the war. That Commission will have 
within its purview, no doubt, the pre- 
parations for the war, the military con- 
duct of the campaign, and the civil con- 
duct so far as it concerns the Department 
over which I preside. It would be im- 
possible to withdraw from their purview 
the operations of a particular officer or 
particular set of officers. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am afraid I did not make myself clear. 
I did not mean to suggest a special «/ 
hoc tribunal for General Buller’s case. 
But if the Commission consists of a 
sufficient number of capable and im- 
partial general officers, that. I think, 
would be a tribunal to which. together 
with other cases, we might submit this 
case of General Buller. 
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the right hon. Gentleman realised that | as this, there is, on the face of it at all 


the causes upon which he acted were 
inadequate and that he committed an 
injustice, he would not hesitate to take 
measures to rectify what perhaps he 
might have done under some provocation 
and under circumstances of considerable 
ditticulty. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I have listened with a 
very great degree of sympathy to the 


speech which has just been made by the | 


hon. Member opposite, and I have come 
very much to the same conclusion in 
the matter as he has arrived at. Every- 
one will agree that this painful matter 
was brought before the House with 
great clearness, fairness, and modera- 
tion by my right hon. friend, but 
he was quite right in saying that he 
initiated the question on his own 
responsibility, for there is nothing that 
I would deprecate more than the in- 
troduction of any division of Party in a 
case of this kind. I am obliged to look 
at this question as an old and intimate 
friend of General Buller. There is no 
one who has a more sincere admiration 
for him than I have, and my admiration 
is not substantially diminished by any- 
thing that has happened even in Natal. 
At the same time, I appreciate to an 
extent it is difficult to convey, the 
immense inconvenience and almost im- 
propriety of constituting this Committee 
the tribunal to decide not only questions 
of military capacity, of the merits and 
demerits of military movements and the 
conduct of campaigns and battles, but 
also of the finer questions of military 
discipline. I am fully alive to the other 
side of the question, that discussions on 
these matters, either in the House or in 
Committee, seldom result in any benefit 
to the character and the country. One 
hon. Gentleman I noticed was so 
penetrated with an evil habit he has 
contracted, that he spoke of such a 
debate as encouraging the enemy— 
forgetting that while that might have 
been a very nice kind of thing to say a 
few months ago, it is not so now when 
the war has been over for many weeks. 
I think we are all of one mind with 
regard to the inconvenience of discussing 
these questions here ; but it is necessary 
in some cases where, as in such a case 
Sir Edgar Vincent. 


/events, a prima facie case of injustice to 
| be cleared up. There are, [ think, some 
| points which must present themselves to 
the ordinary man, not accustomed to the 
|intricacies of military discipline or of 
departmental regulations. There is the 
| point dwelt upon by my two hon. friends 
beside me, that the right hon. Gentle. 
man the Secretary of State for War is 
able to publish, or to authorise the 
publication of certain selected passages 
in the communications that passed in 
Natal, but it is absolutely forbidden to 
General Buller, or anybody on his behalf, 
to publish other passages which might 
give a different complexion to the whole 
matter. That is a very serious grievance, 
and, so far as I know, that is the main 
grievance of which General Buller com- 
plains. He does not ask for a verdict 
in his favour in regard to anything that 
he has done. All he asks is that the 
public should have the opportunity of 
forming an impartial judgment, and that 
can only be done, of course, either by the 
right hon. Gentleman making a larger 
publication, or by his allowing General 
Buller to make public what he thinks 
represents his side of the case. Here, 
again, I admit fully that we come upon 
a difficulty because the right hon. Gentle- 
man very properly said it would never 
do to publish all the confidential des- 
patches that passed between the General 
and the Secretary of State for War. No 
one could ask for, or contemplate, such a 
thing as that. But what we want is 
some ground to believe that the case of 
General Buller has been more impartially 
considered than it has. Then there is 
the strange series of proceedings with 
regard to General Buller after all this 
had happened. After these calamitous 
despatches of his, after his alleged failures 
in Natal, he was publicly thanked by the 
Commander -in- Chief, the Government 
were almost effusive towards him and 
appointed him to the principal command 
in the Kingdom. If that does not con- 
stitute condonation of all that had 
happened I do not know of what con- 
donation could consist. But the right 
hon. Gentleman implies today that the 
proper thing to be done would have been 
to dismiss General Buller at once, and 
that he was almost waiting for a good 
opportunity to do so. It would seem 
that while he was being thanked and 
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mentioned in the General Orders, and 
while he was being appointed to the 
principal command in England, the Secre- 
tary of State all the time had condemned 
him and was only waiting for a convenient 
chance of getting rid of him. 


Mr. BRODRICK dissented. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It amounts to that. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I traversed the 
arguments of those who said he should 
have been removed at once. I was not 
in office at the time. 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAM™ : 
The right hon. Gentleman was in office 
very soon after, but the conduct of the 
Government is one and the same to 
successive Secretaries of State for War. 
Then there is a further point, for it did 
seem to me, and I think it seemed to the 
country, that there was a little abrupt- 
ness and want of consideration, although 
it is perhaps a smaller matter, in the 
manner in which so distinguished an 
officer with so high a standing in the 
Army, and in the country, was retired 
from hiscommand. The indiscreet speech 
of General Buller had nothing in it, if it 
isanalysed, which, as I understand, con- 
stituted a breach of any regulation of 
the Army. It was a grave indiscretion, 
but it was no more, and therefore I think 
the judgment measured out was rather 
hard. The right hon. Gentleman, how- 
ever, has twice said something which 
gives us a ray of hope. General Buller, 
through his friends, asks that he should 
have the opportunity of setting himself 
right with the country. I entirely 
agree that we must not allow great 
and eminent men, men of great  in- 
fluence, to get advantages that are 
refused to other officers, but this is 
undoubtedly a peculiar and exceptional 
case. General Buller’s distinction, and 
the whole of the circumstances make the 
ease peculiar, and therefore I think we 
are right in pressing for some means of 
getting at the facts and of enabling 
General Buller, if he can, to set himself 
right. The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of referring it to the Commission which 
is to inquire into the war. I am afraid 
this matter has occupied so much of the 
time available to us to-day that we shall 
not have much time to inquire into that 
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Commission, but I am very curious, and 

| I think the public are very anxious, to 
know precisely what the nature of that 
inquiry will be. It must almost 
necessarily, it seems to me, be divided 
into two parts—into an inquiry which 
would investigate all the business part of 
the war and an inquiry which would 
deal with the military conduct of the 
war and with military questions such as 
we are dealing with today. The class of 
men whom you wish for each of these 
purposes is quite different; and if the 
right hon. Gentleman could appoint a 
board of general officers, who could with- 
out any prejudice to public interests, 
taking care, as they would be quite 
capable of doing, that no publicity is 
given where evil results would follow, to 
inguire into this matter and report upon 
it, I do not know whether that would 
meet the views of my hon. friends who 
have taken up this matter so strongly, 
but I think myself that it would meet 
the justice of the case, avoid the evils 
which the right hon. Gentleman very 
properly pointed out as likely to accrue 
from any other course, and satisfy the 
publie mind. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Tam afraid that I 
cannot hold out any hope to the right 
hon. Gentleman that such a tribunal as 
he proposes will be established We 
have given a pledge to Parliament that 
a Commission will be appointed of the 
most responsible persons we can bring 
together to inquire into the conduct of 
the war. That Commission will have 
within its purview, no doubt, the pre- 
parations for the war, the military con- 
duct of the campaign, and the civil con- 
duct so far as it concerns the Department 
over which I preside. [It would be im- 
possible to withdraw from their purview 
the operations of a particular officer or 
particular set of officers. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am afraid I did not make myselt clear. 
[ did not mean to suggest a special «/ 
hoc tribunal for General Buller’s case. 
But if the Commission consists of a 
sufficient number of capable and im- 
partial general officers, that. I think, 
would be a tribunal to which. together 
with other cases, we might submit this 
case of General Buller. 








Supply— 


* (5.30.) Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER 
(Cumberland, Eskdale) said he wished to 
call the attention of the Committee to the 
case of General Sir Charles Warren, andin 
doing so, he desired to disassociate him- 
self entirely from those Members of the 
House who gladly seized on any mistake 


on the part of Ministers for the purposes | 


of belittling the Government. He was 


animated only by a desire to see fair: 
play accorded, and ordinary justice done ' 


to a gallant General whose military 
and administrative capacities he had had 
the opportunity of admiring and respect- 
ing during the time he had had the 
honour of serving as A.D.C. in South 
Africa. He urged on the right hon. 
Gentleman that it was only bare justice 
to allow General Sir Charles Warren to 
controvert the charges brought against 
him by Sir Redvers Buller. Sir Redvers 
Buller wrote two separate despatches ; the 
first, which was immediately made public, 
contained a very scathing criticism on Sir 
Charles Warren’s action at Spion Kop, 
and the second, which was in the form 
of a secret despatch, was of so incriminat- 
ing a nature, that if left unanswered, it 
must destroy for ever Sir Charles 
Warren's military career and reputa- 
tion in the eyes of the public. Sir 
Charles Warren’s demand, either that 
the War Office should publish an answer 
to these charges which they had in their 
possession, or that he should be allowed, 
through the medium of the Press, to 
vindicate his character, had been met 
with a stern and peremptory refusal. 
It had been urged in General Buller’s 
case that to allow an independent inquiry 
would open up interminable inquiries, 
because what was allowed to General 
suller could not be refused to other 
officers who thought their conduct or 
character was impugned. That argu- 
ment as a general rule would carry 
weight, but it would be the quintessence 
of despotism if it was applied to the 
present instance. Here was a General, 
in command of 15,000, whose action had 
been criticised, and criticised alone by a 
man whose own conduct had been such 
as to lead to his compulsory retirement 
from the Army. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN said he 
must warn the hon. Gentleman that he 


would be out of order in criticising the | 
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conduct of General Sir Redvers Buller 
| towards another officer in the field. He 
would be in order in discussing the con- 
duct of the War Office, but not that of 
General Buller with reference to other 
officers in the field. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER said his 
object was to prove that the action of the 
War Office was wrong in this matter. 
All he desired to say was that Sir Charles 
Warren had been made the scapegoat 
of this affair. He alone had received 
the blame. He had no credit where 
credit was due, but only blame where 
probably it was not merited. Could it 
be urged that in this case the criticism 
of a superior Officer in the interests of 
discipline must remain uncontroverted ? 
Should the comments on the conduct of 
Sir Charles Warren be taken as fact 
from the mouth of a man who had 
proved to the full the measure of his 
own incompetence? Was it fair that 
the career of an officer who had given 
evidence of great intelligence should be 
blasted by the censure of such a censor? 
a censor whose brilliant performance at 
the seat of war had induced the Com- 
mander-in-Chief to recall him to the 
| special command of a non-existent army 
corps at home—a censor whom the 
right hon. Gentleman himself was com- 
pelled to relieve even of that responsible 
position—owing to an exhibition of such 
crass stupidity, that every thinker inthe 
country trembled when he considered how 
two years before the safety of the 
Empire was in the hands of such a 
man. He did not stand there to 
pronounce judgment on General Buller. 
General Buller stood condemned by 
the Commander-in-Chief, the right hon. 
Gentleman and all the Members of the 
Front Bench. Since when have the con- 
demned been allowed to condemn? He 
(Mr. Lowther) was not competent to 
traverse the mllitary strategy attributed 
to Sir Charles Warren ; he did not belong 
to the army of amateur strategists who, 
after every reverse, armed with a 
probably inaccurate map and a box of 
matches, took positions with ease which 
it had been found impossible to take 
with men and guns. He did net pre- 
tend to say whether some better road 
might have been taken to Ladysmith 
than the one by Spion Kop, but this he 
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did say that the position was actually 
won at svnset by the valour of our men 
and by the iron determination of General 
Warren. The message sent out by 
Sir Charles Warren to his men was 
that they must fight to the end, and 
must not surrender ; but in the face of 
that order, Colonel Thornycroft took 
upon himself to abandon the position. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN again 
warned the hon. Member that he must 
not comment on the conduct of the 
campaign, but must confine his remarks 
to the conduct of the War Office. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER | said 
all he wished to prove, if he would be in 
order in so doing, was that but for the 
action of Colonel Thornycroft, Spion Kop 
would have been held, and it would have 
been a victory, and that Ladysmith 
would have been relieved. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ruled 
that that would not be in order. 


*Mr. CLAUDE LOWTH ER said in that 
case he would not further detain the 
House. except to say that, having regard 
tu the whole of the circumstances of this 
case, it was only just that Sir Charles 
Warren should have an opportunity of 
controverting the charges which had 
been made against him. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) entirely 
agreed with the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down, and in fact went 
rather farther than did the hon. Mem- 
ber. He could not conceive a much worse 
metod of dealing with these cases than 
that which had been adopted by the Gov- 
ernment by the excessive publication of 
telegrams and despatches ; perhaps a still 
worse method than that was the method 
by which this discussion had been forced 
upon the Committee this afternoon, 
because no other system prevailed in the 
Army. It was because he saw no finality 
in the future in the remedy of similar 
cases that he urged that the whole of this 
class of cases should be put on the foot- 
ing of courts-martial, which should be 


held by military officers if necessary in | 


secret. Until they adopted some such | 
method as that, and said such cases as | 
these should not be decided autocratically | 
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by the sole decision of one man, these 
cases were bound to be repeated in future 
years. The same thing took place in 
General Colville’s case ; and in all these 
cases it appeared as if the Government 
shrank from publicity, whilst the officers 
implicated demanded it. That was so in 
this case of General Buller, who de- 
manded a public inquiry, which the Gov- 
ernment refused. This case could not end 
here, it would have to go on until it was 
cleared up in the mind of the public, 
and however deplorable it might be, the 
right hon. Gentleman and the War 
Office would have to make up their 
minds to the fact. There had been 
deplorable similarities between this case 
and others between Lord Roberts and his 
predecessor in office. He saw a dis- 
astrous similarity between the case of 
Lord Roberts and General Buller and 
that between Lord Roberts and Lord 
Wolseley when Lord Wolseley called for 
Papers to justify certain actions of 
his at the War Office, and they were 
refused by Lord Roberts. He thought 
if they read between the lines they might 
see something of the frame of mind 
which brought about this deplorable case 
of General Buller. He did not stand up 
now to discuss the military situation, but 
he did say that never did the House of 
Commons make itself more ridiculous 
than by entering into such discussions as 
were now taking place. He urged that 
the whole system should be changed en- 
tirely, and the autocratic system cone 
away with. Another Secretary of State 
for War would have at once grasped, 
with a sympathetic feeling, the necessities 
of the case. At the present moment the 
3ritish Army was governed more by 
terrorism than by any feeling of respect 
or affection for the Secretary of State for 
War. In his opinion, the present Secre- 
tary of State for War, instead of standing 
up for his officers, was more prone to 
abandon them, and unless he could 
obtain some assurance that the Govern- 
ment would suspend judgment in this 
case for the time being, until it could 
be thoroughly cleared up, he should 
support his right hon. friend when he 


| went to a division. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said his justifica- 
tion for intruding upon the Committee 
was that, in this matter, he held an opinion 
which was not shared by those hon. 
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Members who had addressed the Com- 
mittee with so much ability ; and he 
desired to show the Government why he 
could not support them on this question. 
His objection to the position taken up 
by the Government, apart from the ques- 
tion of publication, which, in his opinion, 
they had not managed very skilfully, was 
that they had given reason for the sus- 
picion, so ably expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite, which he be- 
lieved to be entirely unfounded, that they 
were keeping something back, by the 
very slow way in which they had _ pro- 
ceeded with this matter. On the main 
question there was a great inconsistency 
which might be briefly stated. His right 
hon. friend dealt in his speech with two 
parts of Sir Redvers Buller’s career—his 
career in South Africa and his career 
here at home. In dealing with the 
South African part, his right hon. friend 
used strong language, which nevertheless 
he (Lord Hugh Cecil) was able to 
assent to. His right hon. friend had 
said that Sir Redvers Buller had given 
advice to Sir George White, which would, 
if carried out, have producedadisaster with- 
out parallel in the history of this country, 
and would have brought upon us the re- 
proach of our children’s children. That 
was, no doubt, true, but the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke later of decorating 
General Buller with the Grand Cross of 
the Order of St. Michael and St. George, 
and appointing him to the most im- 
portant command in Great Britain. — If 
that is the mode of dealing with a 
General whose action might have pro- 
duced a “disaster unparalleled in the 
history of our country, and brought upon 
us the reproach of our children’s children,” 
the sooner it was altered the better. 
With regard to the latter part of the 
attack made against his right hon. friend 
there was no real defence whatever to it, 
nevertheless, his right hon. friend had 
made a very good defence. If, having 
regard to all these circumstances, the 
Government, by an unusual exercise 
of leniency, decided not to proceed 
against a man, as anyone would have 
thought they would have proceeded 
against one who had provoked a dis- 
aster unparalleled in eur history—be it 
so. Time went on, and Sir Redvers 
Buller became guilty of a very indiscreet 
speech, which his right hon. friend 
thought was insubordinate, but which the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, who had 
Lord Hugh Ceeil. 
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had great experience in military matters, 
thought was not, though no doubt it was 
a very foolish speech. There, again, 
there were two courses open—there was 
the course of passing it over simply 
with a reprimand, and there was the course 
of severity. Had it stood by itself he would 
have thought the Government would have 
had justification for proceeding with 
severity ; but it did not stand by itself, 
It stood in the light of the leniency 
which had already been extended. It 
was the act of a man who had already 
been forgiven for offences of a very much 
graver character. Then came a_ point 
when this subject had to be reviewed, 
whatever happened. It would be observed 
that, in this case, there was another aspect, 
which was a proper matter for the Com- 
mittee to consider, which was not whether 
Sir Redvers Buller was ill-treated or not 
ill-treated, but whether the Government 
acted wisely or not. Their proper function 
there was to sit in judgment, not on 
General Buller but on the Government, 
and so far as he was able to see, it was 
impossible to invent any theory which 
would justify the leniency with which 
the Government treated Sir Redvers 
Buller’s most serious military mistakes, 
and also the extreme severity with which 
he was treated over a few foolish and in- 
subordinate words. What a lesson to 
teach the British Army!  .\ General 
might lose battles, abandon garrisons, 
send advice which was pusillanimous to 
his subordinates and panic-stricken to his 
superiors—all that would be forgiven, 
and not only forgiven but he would be 
brought back in triumph, appointed to 
his old position, and decorated with one 
of the highest orders in the gift of the 
Crown. But if, after luncheon, lashed by 
attacks, in a momentary indiscretion, 
this same General talks very great non- 
sense indeed, there was no mercy for 
such an offence as that. To lose battles, 
to give up garrisons, were trifles to it. 
When the British public read the debate 
they would not think Sir Redvers Buller’s 
character as a general stood high, but 
they would also think that the War 
Office had conducted this matter with 
that ineptitude which, whoever was the 
Secretary of State, and whoever the 
Commander-in-Chief, appeared to hang 
around the walls of the War Oftice like a 
leprosy. 
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*(5.55.) Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glou- 
cestershire, Forest of Dean) said he did 
not propose to defend the War Office 
against the attack of the noble Lord 
who had just sat down. He quite 
agreed that all the debates which the 
House might have upon the subject of 
the war ought to be for the purpose of 
increasing the efficiency of the British 
Army in time of war. Yet the only 
debates which had taken place were 
debates on the military conduct of 
general officers. These matters ought to 
be looked at from the point of view of 
how they affected the national interest, 
and he doubted very much whether the 
national interest was greatly served by 
full debates in this House upon the 
conduct of general officers. Let the 
Committee consider where they were 
being led this afternoon. The conduct 
of General Buller was broucht before 
the House, and that was followed by 
an hon. Member beginning a speech — 
which would have been a very long 
speech if the hon, Gentleman had not 
been called to order by the Chairman—in 
which he pointed out that the Committee 
could not deal with this case without 
dealing with that of General Sir Charles 
Warren, who was censured by Sir 
Redvers Buller. Supposing they took 
the course of referring these matters 
specifically to the Royal Commission 
which was to inquire into the conduct of 
the war, how were they to be dealt with? 
Owing to the disadvantages of the 
ecuntry this war had been a long war ; 
a war in which we had unfortunately 
suffered a great many reverses; a war 
which had been marked by more sur- 
renders than any other war in which we 
had ever been engaged. It was those 
surrenders that were the original ground 
for this Royal Commission. But was the 
whole time of this Commission to be 
taken up by all these matters? And 
was it likely to come to any useful 
decision by discussing man after man 
until every case had been disposed of 
in which there was any doubt thrown 
upon the conduct or character of the 
general ofticers. From General Buller 


they might pass to General Warren, and 
trom him to another general officer. In 
the case of the general officer to whom 
he réferred, the same contention could 
be put forward as in the present instance, 
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viz., that the actual facts were in dispute. 
There was a dispute as to the time of 
leaving the top of the hill at Spion Kop 
and as to the. hours at which certain 
telegrams were received and despatched. 
From that case they might pass to the 
responsibility of Colonel Thorneycrott, 
and soon toa number of other cases. The 
Committee was not doing much good in 
attempting to discuss these questions 
itself, but it must not try to escape 
from the difficulty by throwing them 
at the head of the Royal Com- 
sion It was one of the unfortun- 
ate facts attending misfortune in 
war that there must be a_ certain 
amount of rough-and-ready justice, and 
a certain number of general officers 
treated in a way which they and their 
friends resented, and in regard to whose 
eases it was difficult to establish actual 
proof. Another point was that the cases 
which had been brought before the Com- 
mittee were those of general officers of 
high rank, and who had had their difti- 
culties directly with the Secretary of State. 
If the Royal Commission were to be en- 
couraged to undertake the consideration 
of those cases, where was the line to be 
drawn ? How could any distinction be 
made between those and the still harder 
cases of less distinguished officers who 
had been shelved by the Staff in South 
Africa. They were officers with less 
weight in society and politics, and were 
less known to Members of the House, 
but they had their grievances and also a 
very strong prim facie case. In inquiries 
held during the progress of a war, 
justice was seldom done in a manner 
satisfactory to a lawyer. He had seen 
the reports of many of these inquiries, 
and in hardly any case would they pas~ 
muster from a lawyer’s point of view. 
The question was whether on the whole 
justice had substantially been done, and 
he doubted whether they would ever get 
beyond that point. The Royal Commis- 
sion had better devote its time to inquir- 
ing into matters concerning the organisi- 
tion of the Army, and into those ques- 
tions which would:have a subsequent effect 
upon the deliberations of the Government. 
While the Government might be open 
to the taunts which had been levelled 
‘against it by the noble Lord opposite, 
/there was reason to suppose that in this 
| particular case justice had substantially 
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been done. Most reasonable men were | regard to matters of war was needed, the 
convinced that General Buller could not | admission that the War Office had been 
be approved ,as a general who success- | unable to get its way with regard to an 
fully conducted military operations in | Increase ot strength in the Intelligence 
the field ; while, on the other hand, his | Department, and the question of how 
past services to the country, and the great | far the Secretary of State intended to 
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qualities he still possessed, had been freely 
admitted on all sides. Would they ever 
get further than that ? Would they ever 
be able to narrow the responsibility in this 
case down to such a point that anything 
like a verdict in detail could be submitted 
either by the Commission or by the 
House of Commons? Setting aside the 
points which had raised our military 
reputation, such as the extraordinary 
courage of the officers—and also of the 
men, but not in such absolute unifor- 


mity—the facts which had damaged | 


our military record were the matters 
that ought to be inquired into, so 
that the defects might be remedied. 
The matters that had attracted the atten- 
tion of the country and mainly brought 


| carry out the recommendations of the 
| recent Report upon the education of our 
| officers, were all subjects the Committee 
/would have been glad to discuss. It 
| would now be impossible for them to be 
discussed this year, and it was to be 
|regretted that so much Parliamentary 
| time should have been taken up in the 
| discussion of matters in regard to which 
/no real progress could be made. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY ) asked 

| whether the Secretary for War could give 
an assurance that Sir Redvers Buller 
‘would be one of the earliest witnesses 
examined before the Royal Commission— 
” No,”]—and would have access to all 
documents which he thought necessary to 
| make his position clear. 


about the appointment of this Commis- | 


sion were the surrenders of troops in the | 


field. From that point of view, it was 
surely impossible to defend Sir Redvers 
Buller’s action. Every man, who had 
read much or little about war, could see 
the importance of Napoleon’s maxim as 
to the absolute necessity of men who 
were detaining large bodies of the enemy 
holding on to their position until the last 
possible moment, asthe result that yielding 
a day too soon might produce on the 
whole conduct of the war was incalculable. 
General White was not put forward as 
being one of the greatest generals in the 
world, but, holding on to Ladysmith, he 
rejected the suggestion made to him, and 
the whole country went with him. In 
the face of that, he did not see how they 
could do anything which might appear to 
set the seal of the approval of the House 
of Commons on the contention that Sir 
Redvers Buller had been unjustly dealt 
with as a general in the field. There 
were matters which might have been 
discussed on the present occasion that 
were more worthy of the attention of 
the Committee, and the consideration 
of which would be more useful to the 
country. Some of the matters referred 
to in the recent naval debate affected 
the Army as well as the Navy. The 
statement of the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty that a reorganisation of the whole 
thinking department of the country in 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As to that, I can 
only say that I shall have no contro! 
whatever over the action of the Commis- 
sion. It will be entirely independent. 
But I imagine that the Commission will 
want to examine the general officer who 
‘first had the command, and, certainly so 
far as the Government is concerned, all 
papers and documents they require will 
be placed at their disposal. Beyond that 
it is impossible for me to promise any- 
thing. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: In reverence 
to the course I intend to pursue with 
regard to taking a division, perhaps | 
may say that if there is a distinct under- 
standing that the Commission wili not 
be excluded by the terms of its refer- 
ence from hearing General Buller and 
allowing him to produce the documents 
on the points in regard to which there 
has been direct conflict between him 
and the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
and if the Committee is willing that 
the Amendment should be withdrawn— 
[Ministerial cries of *‘No!” |] In that 
case, I have only to ask what the right 

/hon. Gentleman has to say with regard 

to the request of the hon. Member for 
Exeter as to publishing the correspond- 
ence, and to say that, as far as I am 
concerned, I shal! go to a division. 
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CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) was understood to say that as a 


soldier he did not read Sir Redvers | 
| put the Irish soldiers in the front during 
a battle and gave them the very worst 
of everything except the fighting. Sir 
| Redvers Buller had acted most magni- 


Buller’s message to Sir George White 
in Ladysmith to mean premature sur- 
render. 


(6.12.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Done- 
gal, S.) desired to reply to certain per- 
sonal observations. He had asked several 
Questions with reference to Sir Redvers 
Buller, not for the benefit of the Army, 
or for the advancement or detriment 
of the Government, but because he 
thought Sir Redvers Buller, as an in- 
dividual, was suffering under a sense 
of wrong, and that therefore he was 
rightly using his position as a Member 
ot Parliament in investigating the 
matter. In reply to the Questions he 
had put, he had been told that he in no 
sense represented Sir Redvers Buller. 
He had never spoken to Sir Redvers 
Buller, but he represented him in the 
sense that he had been an honourable 
and gallant man, and that he believed 
him to have been unfairly and unjustly 
treated. Irishmen could never forget 
what they owed to Sir Redvers Buller, 
who forfeited his magnificent position at 
the Irish Office because he raised his 
voice in defence of Irish tenants, and 
said they were the victims of the land- 
lords, that the law was no refuge to 
them, while the Land League was. For 
his views on that question Sir Redvers 
Buller was dismissed from his office. 
When Sir Redvers Buller went out to 
South Africa he was not one of those 
hullobaloosters who were so enthusiastic 
in his favour. He did not go into 
hysteries about his magnificent services. 
Upon one occasion he asked the Secre- 
tary of State for War how it happened 
that in the engagement on the 4th 
of February, 1900, Sir Redvers Buller 
never mentioned the Irish Fusiliers in 
his dispatch, although they were praised 
by all the correspondents as having 
behaved magnificently, and with great 


bravery. On that occasion the right 
hon. Gentleman said he would not 


imake any inquiries. A few days after- 
wards he got a letter from Sir Redvers 
Buller stating that it was a mere error 
thatthe Fusiliers were omitted, and he 
permitted him to make use of that letter 
asa refutation of the statement of the 
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Secretary of State for War. That very 
regiment was now recuperating in the 
very worst climate in the world. They 


ficently as an honourable and truthful 
gentleman. He did not know much 
about his services in the field, but he had 
been the victim of a cruel wrong, and 
all he wished was that he should be able 
to tell his own story and be accorded the 
privileges of the meanest subject in the 
Kingdom. Out of a whole series of 
telegrams, only some five or six which 
told against General Buller were chosen. 
The Committee would remember that 
for months he was constantly asking for 
the Spion Kop dispatches, which were 
produced on the 4th of May, 1900. 
Then it transpired that Sir Redvers 
3uller had been asked to rewrite his 
dispatches, and he had incurred the 
enmity of the War Office for refusing 
to do this, and therefore his case ought 
to be heard before the public. No 
general officer had ever been previously 
dismissed for making a speech, even 
though it happened to be a breach of 
the Army regulations. That was ab- 
solutely true, and he was certain that 
it was not for that speech that General 
Buller was dismissed. Zhe 
against him, and that journal had special 
information. He wished to give the 
Secretary of State for War a precedent. 
It had been stated that Sir Redvers 
Buller was dismissed for making a speech 
which was contrary to the King’s regu- 
lations. Lord Wolseley made a speech 
in 1889 for which Mr. Stanhope stated 
in this House there was no defence. 
Nevertheless, Lord Wolseley was per- 
mitted to be the Commander- in - 
Chief, although his speech was as bad 


yr 
L+ileS Was 


and indiscreet as the speech made 
by Sir Redvers Buller. He had 
no sympathy with this war, but he 


had with an individual who had been 
subjected to a wrong, and whether he 
happened to be a British general or a 
humble person, he should sympathise 
with him if he thought a foul intrigue 
had been set on foot against him at the 
War Office. Under those circumstances 
he was bound to raise his voice against 
such a wrong. Sir Redvers Buller 
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had acted as an honourable man, and it 
was an outrageous thing that in the 
interests of individuals he should be 
ousted by backstairs politicians. General 
Buller had been severely reprimanded, 
and he ought to be allowed to state his 
case fairly. It had recently become a 
habit to depreciate Sir Redvers Buller in 
order to praise Sir George White. Sir 
George White told the ~pecial correspon- 
dent of the Morning Post that if it had 
Redvers Buller he 


not been for Sir 
would have been dismissed from his 
command. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I was only repeating a statement 
made to me, and I cannot be answerable 
forthe truth of that statement. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The exact 
truth for which he was responsible was 
that that statement, which was made by 
Sir George White, was telegraphed to 
Europe. It had never been, and could 
not be, contradicted. It was absolutely 
essential that all the telegrams should be 
published, and that there should be no 
suppression. The suppression was not 
in the interests of the country, but in the 
interest of the War Office, which was a 
sink of pollution. 


(6.31.) COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire, Newport) appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Berwick to spare them the pain that 
would be inflicted on many of them if 
unfortunately this question was ‘pressed 
to a division. They acknowledged the 
boni fides with which the right hon. 
Gentleman had approached the question, 
and they recognised the strong feelings 
which it had aroused in Sir Redvers 
Builer’s friends and neighbours. There 
was no class who felt more strongly than 
soldiers and ex-soldiers, and they would 
be grateful if spared the great sorrow of 
having to register a vote which in a 
sense would be a vote against the 
reputation of perhaps one of the 
bravest officers that ever wore uniform. 
They could not go with the right hon. 
Gentlemen in the opinions he had put 
forward, but still they would gladly be 
spared trom appearing to put a stigma 
on aman whose reputation was dear to 
every soldier. They had abstained from 

Mr. Swift MaeNeill. 
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giving professional opinions to which 
they might have given utterance. They 
had done so out of an intense feeling of 
regard for Sir Redvers Buller, and he 
would respectfully urge that they should 
not be asked to register their vote in a 
division. 


Sr EDWARD GREY: In answer to 
the appeal of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man, | have to say that I fully recognise 
the difficulty of the position he has put 
forward. Ihave no desire, as I stated 
in my opening remarks, tosee the debate 
unduly prolonged, and I am quite pre- 
pared, so far as | am concerned, that it 
should conclude now. I am bound to 
say that what has come out this after- 
noon, combined with such knowledge as 
I have of what there may be still to 
come out, has deepened my sense of in- 
justice, and although I admit the matter 
cannot continually be before the House, 
by nothing which is in his power to help, 
will the matter be allowed to rest where 
it is. If it were understood that the 
matter is not to rest where it is, but 
may be brought before the Commission 
of I::.quiry, and the Committee will give 
leave to withdraw, then I will most 
gladly meet the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber opposite, but if the Motion cannot be 
withdrawn it has to be negatived, If it 
were negatived, there is the stigma 
which my hon. and gallant friend wishes 
to avoid. By whatever majority the 
Motion may be negatived, I, and those 
who think with me, would prefer, if it is 
to be negatived, that our votes, at any 
rate, should be recorded. 


* Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that 
a consideration has been overlooked for 
some time in the debate, and that was 
the question—What is necessary in the 
interest of justice to be done in the case 
of Sir Redvers Buller? There had been 
a great deal of discussion on the misdeeds 
of the Government, and as to whether 
this Houge should consider the question 
at all. He had never seen how a debate 
of this kind could do any good to Sir 
Redvers Buller, but it was raised from a 
sense of justice and a desire to show 
fair play; and fair play was not 
shown when it was attempted to meet 
the request for facts with such a 
catch phrase as chose jugée, and by 
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the proposition that one case of this 
kind could not be considered because it 
would involve the hearing of other cases. 
The man in the street did not look at 
it in that way. He said, “Here is a 
man who during a great career has 
shown his eminent qualities, and who 
has earned in a remarkable degree the 
confidence of the troops in His Majesty’s 
Army.” The House of Commons was 
the palladium of justice in this Empire, 
and the case of Sir Redvers Buller should 
not be met by such an observation as 
chose jugée. If there were other cases 
they could be dealt with as they arose. 
He asked for an assurance that all the 
despatches had been published with 
regard to Ladysmith which ought to 
affect the judgment of the country, but 
he as wholly dissociated himself from the 
attacks made upon the right hon. 
Gentleman as from those made on Sir 
Redvers Buller. It had been suggested 
that the right hon. Gentleman had dealt 
almost dishonestly with General Buller. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No. 


*Mr. DUKE asked the Committee to 
recall the attack made less than five 
minutes before by the hon. Gentleman 
who challenged him, and who said Sir 
Redvers Buller had been hardly dealt 
with because he refused to become the 
agent of a moneyed ring. If that sort 
ot talk meant nothing, it should not 
have been introduced into the debate. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he had 
declared his opinion that Sir Redvers 
Buller was in no way connected with 
the financial ring who brought about 
the war. 


*Mr. DUKE said the hon. Member also 
referred to cliques at the War Office, to 
whom he attributed a desire to ruin Sir 
Redvers Buller’s reputation. It was 
heeause he did not believe a word of this 
he wished to entirely dissociate him- 
self from expressions of the kind. 
Having regard to the position of Sir 
Redvers Buller, having regard to the 
vontidence, admiration, and _ affection 
with which he was still regarded t hrough- 
out the Army—especially by the rank 
ind file—having regard to the belief of 
the Colonists in Natal that they were 
saved by General Buller, he did not 
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‘think it was unreasonable to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman before the debate 
closed, as he hoped it would by the with- 
drawal of the Motion, whether he could 
not say to the Committee that, if in 
reading these despatches over again he 
found that there were some which, as a 
man of honour and common sense, he 
thought might throw some light on the 
matter he would publish them. He 
made that appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman. butif it was refused, he should 
not feel himself at liberty to join ina vote 
of censure upon the right hon. gentle- 
man. Confident as he was that General 
Buller had done his best in South Africa, 
and that hereafter it would come to be 
seen that he had done his best, he 
had no less confidence in the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War 
that he, too, had done his best and had 
behaved in a manner which ought to 
have relieved him from the taunts 
thrown at him. He trusted that the 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite would be withdrawn. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said he only 
wanted to press the appeal which had just 
been made, and to say that when he 
came down to the House he had been 
thoroughly prepared to support the 
right hon. Gentleman in everything he 
had done. But he had one difficulty, 
and he did not see how any hon. Mem- 
ber could get over it, and that was that 
the Secretary for War had given no 
real reason for appointing General Buller 
to the chief command at Aldershot if he 


had a case to dismiss him from his 
command beforehand. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given two excuses. 


First, that there were no Army corps to 
go abroad (there were no Army corps 
except on paper) ; and, second, the rig!it 
hon. Gentleman desired to let General 
Buller down gently. But they did not 
want to let any man down gently by 
giving him the most important military 
command in England. That was not 
the real reason if the General was guilty 
of conduct which deserved dismissal. 
Nor was the real reason that General 
Buller had made a speech. If a division 
was forced. he held that every British 
officer would find himself in an uncom- 
fortable position, because he would feel 


Z. 
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that when the reputation¥of a British 
otiicer was at stake, he ought not to vote 
against but to stand up for him. 

Mr. PIRIE said he wished to ask two 
questions, which he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for War would 
answer—first, whether the correspond- 
ence which led up to the dismissal of 
General Buller would be published, with 
the reasons given by the Government 
for that dismissal ; and, second, whether 
Buller had asked for a court- 





General 
martial. 

Mr. BRODRICK: Sir Redvers Buller 
asked for an inquiry by a competent 
tribunal, but the case is not a case for a 
court-martial; it is a case for the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. As regards the corre- 
spondence, I do not know of any instance 
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why he kept this House and the country 
in ignorance of the report of Sir William 
Butler, which he had in the pigeon-holes 
of his office, as to the strength of the 
Boers and the big reserves of guns and 
ammunition they had at their command } 
Had General Buller anything like an 
approximate knowledge of the strength of 
the Boers in men and material with which 
he had to deal on that critical occasion ? 
This was not a question as to a particular 
man or a particular General, but a question 
as regarded the dispensation of justice by 
this country towards public — servants 
which the country was taxed to maintain. 
He entirely condemned the cry raised 
from the opposite Benches that the 
moment anything was said about the 
Army, that was an attack on the 
| discipline of the Army. That was the 
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ot correspondence between a_ general | plea of the French General Staff. If the 
ofticer and the War Office being published. | conduct of a General was impugned, 
As to the question of the mght hon. | then it was an attack on the Army. Ii 





Gentleman regarding the terms of the 
reference to the Commission, I can assure 
him that the reference will not in any 
way exclude from a consideration of the 
conduct of the war such a case as that of 
Sir Redvers Buller. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) said that the military 
merits or demerits of General Buller did 
not concern him in the least so far as the 
vote he was going to give was concerned. 
He should vote for the Amendment, on 
the simple ground that whether it was 
the case of an ordinary postman or police- 
man in Ireland or a general in South 
Africa, the incriminated man should not 
be tried and condemned behind his back. 
What was the backbone of the charge 
brought by virtuous England against 
vicious France in the Dreyfus case ? 
was that an officer of the French Army 
had been tried behind his back and con- 
demned on the evidence of witnesses he 
had no power to cross-examine. That 
was the true inwardness of the Buller case, 
as it was also in the Colville case. They 
had entreated for an inquiry, and the 
opportunity of leading their own evidence, 
and the right to cross-examine the 
witnesses brought against them. Another 
point in General Buller’s ease was that he 


asked whether he should sacrifice 2,000 | 


or 3,000 men in an attack on the Boers 


before Ladysmith, and he was advised to | 


do so; and then, on re-consideration, he 
failed to do SO. 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War 


Jr. Courte nay Warner. 


It | 


He would ask the right | 


| a suggestion were made of the existence 
| of indiscipline and corruption in the 
|lower ranks of the Army, that was an 
|attack on the Army. He contended 
| that they were entitled to maintain that 
\this House was the High Court of 
|appeal as regarded the administration 
/and management of the Army, and as 
regarded the treatment of any member 
of the Army. It was an abrogation of 
their constitutional functions to tell hon. 
|Members that they were not to raise 
questions of this kind or discuss them 
without affecting the discipline of the 
Army. He would remind the right 
| hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War 
that he was not a military Satrap, and 
that he had no right to claim immunity 
'from criticism, either for himself or for 


| his subordinates.__On that ground, even 
‘if for no other reason—no matter how 
‘poor his opinion happened to be of 
/General Buller—even if he did not 
| believe—as he did believe—that General 
| Buller did the bulk of the biggest fight- 
‘ing in the South African War—he would 
|vote for the Amendment as a_ protest 
against the claim that had been raised, 
and that the House had no right t 
interfere in a matter of this kind, which 
related to the relations between the 
Secretary of State for War and 4 
general in the British Army. 

(6.58.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98; 
(Division List No. 302.) 


Noes, 236. 
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Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
on, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Franeis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 
Dewar, — A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Doogan, P, 
Dousl: is, om 
Duncan, « i. moi: 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, William 
—_ tone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
mant, Corrie 
Cardo, Sir W. 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Riehard B. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


I. (Lanark) 





Brampton 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, C pee Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, « James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olonel James Robert 
baird, John George Alexander | 
Jalearres Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 

Beach, Rt HnSir Mie hael Hicks 
sentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, ‘Arthur 

dill, Charles | 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu | 
Brotherton, Edward Allen” | 


Ball, William James 

peste Coutts, W 

butcher, John Ge orge 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 


| O'Brien, P. J 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| ( ‘olomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
| Colston, Chas. Edw. 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane'’r | 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Ari hur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas W illans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

. (Tipperary, N.) 
(’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

0’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
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Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 


Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chure pie. Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochfane, Hn. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


A. E. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, . L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dewar,SirT. R(Tower Hamlets 
| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dixon- Hartland, SirFrd Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. Kt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
if ‘aber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 





Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
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O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Thre-hie (Dumfrie~ 
toberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,J ohn Lawson(Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(C lackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Wilson, ( ‘has. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Edward Grey and Mr. 
Lambert. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, SirE. W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
H: amilton, Rt Hn L’rdG(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nd‘rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred § 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. ¢ sag George 
Henderson, Sir Alex: under 


oceans aden, Sir Robert T. 
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Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hogy, Lindsay 

Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Jno. (Kent, Fav’rsham 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H (Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald.J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,J no. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Supply— 


Original Question again proposed. 
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Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray,RtHn. A.Grah’m(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donal Ninian 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John Ss. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos, Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. BUIsleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, Lonis (Romford) 
Smith, H C(North’mb. Tyneside 
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Smith, James Parker (Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn..J.G.(Oxf'dUniv, 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter z 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC E H(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ.Pow’ll-(Birm. 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford), 
remarking that certain regiments had 
the privilege of bearing details of the 
actions in which they had taken part on 
their colours and accoutrements, re- 
minded the Committee that the Essex 
Regiment fought in the battle of Sala- 
manca in 1812 and captured a French 
Eagle. They had applied several times 
to wear an eagle on their accoutrements, 
and had always been refused. Up to 
three years ago they were allowed to 
wear this eagle on their belts, but then, 
thanks to an ardent but unpenetrating 
War Office clerk, they were ordered to 
take it off. He appealed to the repre- 
sentative of the War Office at that time, 
who was the present Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, to direct that this privilege 
should be renewed. 


The right hon. | 


| done then, but that he would make 
inquiries and see what could be done. 
They had waited three years without 
any result, and he thought it was time 
they got a direct answer. The matter 
only represented a 23d. piece of 
brass to a War Office clerk, but it 
meant a great deal to this gallant 
regiment, whose history had __ been 
so distinguished. This regiment deserved 
the consideration of the House. Once 
the old 44th and 56th of the line, it was 
raised in 1780, fought in the campaigns 
of North America, the Peninsular War, 
and Waterloo. In the last century it 
was present at the first Afghan campaign, 


when it was killed to the last man. The 
regiment afterwards fought in the 


Crimea, and subsequently went up the 
Nile with Lord Wolesley ; and last, and 
not least, for its gallant service was 
allowed to form the escort of Lord 





Gentleman then said it could not be} Roberts in his march to Johannesburg. 
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*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) com- 
plained of the difficulty of obtaining 
information from the Secretary of State 
for War. He was sorry to see the right 
hon. Gentleman rise to leave the House. 
When information was wanted, the right 
hon. Gentleman made for the door, but 
he was glad to see him return to his place. 
He desired to have some information with 
regard to the hospital accommodation at 


he had discovered, were being cared for 
in rooms over the canteen tap room. 
That was not the sort of place in which 
to house our sick soldiers. He under- 
stood fresh hospital accommodation was 
being provided, and he wished to know 
whether this was so, or whether matters 
were at a standstill. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
HE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
lancashire, Westhoughton), on a point of 
order, asked whether this came within 
the Vote. 


*THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN ruled 
that it was not in order, as there was no 
item in the Vote for hospitals. This Vote 
was only connected with the salary of the 
Secretary of State. 


*Mr. WEIR pointed out that he was 
complaining of the action of the Secretary 
ot State for War in his administrative 
capacity, who sanctioned the employment 
of men who spent large sums of money 
foolishly in the purchase of an hotel for 
conversion into barracks—for instance, 
the Austin Barracks, on the Peak at 
Hong Kong, which cost upwards of 
£40,000, whilst the building was not 
worth more than £10,000. 


*[HE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
tder! There is a separate Vote for 
building, and the hon. Gentleman’s | 
observations are more applicable to that. 


*Mr. WEIR then directed attention to 
the action of the Secretary of State in 
allowing the arsenals and small arms 
lactories in this country to be open to 
the inspection of all and sundry, and 
keeping the ordnance yard at Hong 
Kong closed. When in Hong Kong, 
he had applied to the General in com- 
mand for permission to inspect the 
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ordnance yard, and was met with the 
answer that he had no orders to grant 
admission to any civilian. He thought 
there should be one rule in these 
matters, and if one place was allowed to 
be visited, all should be. He also com- 

plained of not being able to get 
straightforward answers from the right 

‘hon. Gentleman to straightforward 
questions. 


Hong Kong for our sick soldiers, who, | 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
‘the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his report to the House. 

Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. By ORDER. 

(9.0.) Mr. BRYNMOR JONES 
(Swansea District) had on the Paper the 
following Motion :—-“‘ That the Rhondda 
Urban District Council Tramways Bill 
[Lords] be re-committed to the Com- 
mittee on Group No. 9, to reconsider 
their decision upon the Clause (Clause 
G) brought up by the promoters for the 
protection of the Glamorganshire 
County Council.” The hon. Member said 
that, though the Glamorgan County 
Council had a technical right to have 
the Bill re-committed, he had, after 
conferring with the parties, come to the 
conclusion that it was not expedient to 
incur the trouble and expense of re- 
committing it ; and, without in any way 
prejudicing the rights of the County 
Council in regard io any future Rill, he 
would ask leave to withdraw the Motion. 


SUPPLY. 
{18rH ALLoTTep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
1. £1,381,000,! Militia: Pay, Bounty, 
&e. 
2. £585,000, Imperial Yeomanry: Pay 
and Allowances. 
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Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.)| open instead of confining them in 
said he wished to call attention to grave cramped huts and inconvenient stables 
complaints made in the public Press in town. At the last training of the 
with regard to the treatment of Yeo-| Cheshire regiment, despite the fact that 
manry during the recent campaign. In| the weather was cold the health, of both 
October of last year a letter appeared | horses and men was admirable. The 
in the Standard making a definite charge | additional inducements, especially in the 
against the commanding officer of a/ matter of pay, which had been held out, 
corps in South Africa of having used an | were attracting a large and useful class 
ambulance for the purpose of conveying | of men. He could not help expressing 
the luxuries and clothing of officers for | gratification at the change which had 
a journey of 3,000 miles. He called the | taken place, and he was convinced that 
attention of the Secretary for War to | in this matter, at any rate, the Govern- 
that statement at the time, and got the | ment were proceeding on right lines. 
usual stereotyped answer—that if he| 
produced facts, inquiry would immedi-| Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
ately be made. | said now the war was ended there was no 


~— ‘ ' necessity for this large number of men 
Mr. BRODRICK: Ona pointof order, | on g peace footing at home. He asked 


1 must point out that this Vote has! .hat rate it was intended to pay the 
only to do with the Imperial Yeomanry | yeomanry in this country upon a peace 
at home. | footing. He noted that the Estimates 

Mr. H.C. RICHARDS: Can we have | showed an enormous increase on the 
another opportunity of discussing the | Year, and he would like to know when 


right hon. Gentleman’s salary ? | the Yeomanry were to be brought back 
a | from South Africa. 
Mr. BRODRICK: The Committee | 
has been doing that all the afternoon. | Lorp STANLEY : Not one penny 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: I have had in this Vote has to do with the Im- 

 dnsiieeniiiie sine dia. amaneael |perial Yeomanry in South Africa It 
no opportunity of raising this question. | is purely and simply for the Imperial 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It isout Yeomanry at home under normal peace 
of order now to do it. It may be possible | conditions. 


vache | Mr. CALDWELL suggested that, as 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: Well, I will the war was now over, the force could 
hope to have the privilege of reducing be reduced to a peace footing. Men 
the right hon. Gentlenan’s salary later. would be returning from South Africa, 


ING : and there would be no necessity to main- 
Mr. TOMKINSON (C rewe) (a: 
aaa he ee eee tain a large force at home in order to 
; : 3 Teese 1 the feed the force in the field. Surely they 
Yeomanry, and he felt bound to con- | ‘tled ie 1 ~essity 
atulate the Government he ch ene ee ee ee ee 
=." OVEERERERS CH SRO CRENGP | £00 50 big a number of men as_ was pro- 
which had taken place in regard to the |. Sati 
; vided for in the Estimates. 
force The old order of things was, | 
fortunately, passing away. The feudal Lorp STANLEY said the hon. Mem- 
system, under which the farmers on big ber was clearly under a misconception. 
estates were almost bound to serve, no This had nothing todo with the Imperial 
longer obtained; a class of men better Yeomanry in South Africa, nor had it 
suited to the requirements of the force been used for supplying drafts in South 
was being introduced, and they had Africa. Last year an increase was voted 
proved their value by their conduct in for the Yeomanry forces in the United 
the recent South African campaign. He Kingdom. The original establishment 
wished to bear testimony to the excellent was 11,000, and this figure it was pro- 
system, which had superseded the old posed to raise to 33,000. The pay wasin- 
one, of sending the Yeomanry into camp. creased, and at the same time the Govern- 
Speaking from personal experience, he ment increased the amount of drills and 
could vouch for the immense benefit camp work. An allowance was also 
derived from picketing horses in the made for horses. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: To what extent 
has the force been increased ? 


Lorp STANLEY said that of the 
33,000 men whom it was hoped to get, 
over 16,000 had been obtained on 
January 1. 
tional number had been enrolled. 


Sr ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) 
asked how the new corps were progress- 
ing How were the Sussex Yeomanry 
going on? He believed the Commanding 
Otficer and Adjutant had been appointed. 
How strong was the regiment? What 
prospects, too, were there of raising the 
jorce to 33,000 men ? 


Lorp STANLEY said that recruiting 
was going on very satisfactorily indeed. 
They were getting as many men as they 
expected ; the strength of the regiments 
in existence was very largely increased. 
On the lst January—the latest date for 
which he had‘the figures—the Surrey 
regiment contained fifteen ofticers, fifteen 
sergeants and 223 rank and file. and see- 
ing that it had only just been raised, he 
thought that to be a very creditable 
performance. 


sir ARTHUR HAYTER: 


about the Sussex 2? 


Lord STANLEY: 1 have not the 
figures here in regard to that regiment. 


Mr. TOMKINSON confessed that per- 
sonally he had considerable’doubts as to 
whether the new conditions were 
sutliciently attractive to bring the force 
up to the required strength, but he was 
bound to say that so far the recruiting 
had proceeded very satisfactorily. The 
establishments of some regiments were 
already complete. New regiments were 
being raised, and altogether the service 
was very popular throughout the country. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury) asked if the Govern- 
ment were satisfied with the supply of 
horses forthe Yeomanry. He pointed 
out that the Government provided £5 in 
the case of every man who brought a 
horse, but that some men did not bring 
their own horses. He wished to know 
whether the officers were satisfied with 
the horseless regiments and with men 
who it was found, when they came on 
parade, were unaccustomed to ride. 
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Lorp STANLEY agreed with the hon. 
Baronet that the present system was by 
no means perfect. It was difficult indeed 
to say how far the existing system had 
been a success. A number of Yeomanry 
Officers had been asked to go into the facts 
and suggest any changes which they 
Personally he would 
like to see these regiments provide their 
own horses andnotrely onthe Government, 
but in some cases it would be extremely 
difficult to enforce such a rule. Still he 
hoped that ir the course of the coming 
year some more satisfactory arrangement 
would be come to. 


Army Estimates. 


*Sm ROBERT HERMON-HODGE 
(Oxfordshire, Henley) strongly advccated 
the long service medal for Yeomanry. 
The authorities seemed to hold, he 
said, that a man of forty was too old 
to serve in a mounted corps. He «lid 
not agree with that, and he thought the 
War Office might well leave Commanding 
Officers to weed out of the force men 
who had ceased to be fit to serve. He 
would like to see the Yeomanry put on 
the same footing as the Volunteers in re- 
gard toa long service medal. Then, again, 
there was the question of the position of 
Regimental Sergeant-Majors. Last year 
a promise was practically given that 
these men in the Yeomanry should be 
put on a level with those in the 
Volunteers. It was not a very extra- 
vagant claim to be made on behalf of 
men, many of whom had done extra- 
ordinarily good service, that they should 
enjoy the position, pay, and pension 
rights which Volunteer Regimental Ser- 
geant-Majors had. Then there was the 
question of riding. It was extraordinary 
how small a percentage of Englishmen—in 
this horse-loving and horse-breeding coun- 
try—werecapableof riding. Recruiting for 
the Yeomanry force was no doubt going 
on most satisfactorily, but the fact could 
not be disguised that a large number of 
the men enlisted could not ride, and he 
would strongly urge on the right hon. 
Gentleman the desirability of establishing 
riding schools in suitable localities. For 
instance, one might very well be esta- 
blished in the city of Oxford, for there 
were a large number of young men 
passing through the University every 
year who would be glad to avail them- 
selves of the opportunity of learning to 
ride. Civil Service students who had to 
riding test already secured 
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the services of the Yeomanry regimental 
Sergeant-Major to teach them. It was 


Supply— 


very hard on a Yeomanry officer to find | 


the movements of his squadron impeded 


by the fact that thirty or forty of his | 
If the Minister | 


men were unable to ride. 
for War could see his way to providing 
riding schools in such places as Oxford, 
he was sure it would be found that the 
money would be well invested. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £1,287,000, Volunteer Corps, Pay 
and Allowances. 


*(9.50.) CoLoneL BROOKFIELD 
(Sussex, Rye) asked the Secretary of 
State to explain exactly what the amend- 
ed Order in Council as to Volunteers 
was, and when the next rules would 
come into force. He regretted to see a 
tendency in official quarters to neglect 
and depreciate the Volunteer force at 
the expense of the Yeomanry and the 
Militia. By their services in the recent 
emergency and by the steady progress 
they had made, he contended the Volun- 
teers were entitled to more encourage- 
ment than they had recently received. 
He also urged that the Volunteer 
Regulations required amendment in 
certain important respects. There were 
archaic regulations, based on the organ- 
isation as it existed in 1859 or 1860, 


which ought to be brought up to date, | 


and made to harmonise with the present 
condition of affairs. Among the absurd- 
ities existing was the right of individual] 
Volunteers to appeal to the Secretary of 
State if they felt themselves aggrieved. 
That right was an absolute farce, as was 
shown by a recent case in Herefordshire. 
A Corporal Ough returned from the war, 
and was féted in the usual way, though 
being a temperate man, he was not un- 
duly excited. The Adjutant of the 
regiment, attired in the usual picturesque 
costume of a British officer—that was, a 
suit of tweed ‘“dittos”—passed him 
on a bicycle, and, because he was 
not saluted by the Corporal, had him 
brought up, with the result that he was 
practically expelled from the battalion. 
This right of appeal was exercised, 
and eventually, after a deal of 
circumlocution, a reply was received 
stating that the Secretary of State was 
of opinion that the matter should be 
Sir Rohert Hermon-Hodge. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘decided by the General on the spot. 


Why should not all this farce be avoided 
by stating in the regulations that the 
aggrieved Volunteer should appeal 
through the usual channels to his proper 
superior? As to the general treatment 
of Volunteers, he thought the rules 
as to the annual camps required tighten- 
ing. What the War Office always appear- 
ed to be doing was to ask the Vol- 
unteers what they would like, and then 


'to adapt the requirements of the country 


to meet their wishes. 


Sir HOWARD] VINCENT (Shei- 
field, Central) thought the new Order in 
Council was a great improvement on the 
Order promulgated in November last, and 
the Volunteer force as a whole was most 
anxious to do all it possibly could to 
give effect to the wishes of the military 
authorities. With regard to camps, 
he was glad the Secretary of State had 
taken very wide powers of exemption, 
and so would be able to discriminate 
between different regiments. Some 
regiments found it very difficult to attend 
camps at certain seasons of the year. 
It was absolutely essential that some 
regiments should go into camp, while 
for others that were constantly training 
it was not soimportant. Some volunteers, 
especially those employed in Government 
offices, found it difficult to get the 
necessary leave ofabsence, and while he 
recognised the spirit of the Memorandum 
recently issued to heads of departments 
on the subject, there were many of those 
officials who did not appreciate the 
difficulty which Volunteers had in 
coming up to the new standard of 
efficiency unless they had this leave. 
It was extremely important that it 
should be understood that it was 
not a matter of the wishes of the individual 
volunteer, but that the Treasury and the 
Government were anxious that every 
encouragement should be given to the men 
to attend the camps. He was therefore 
glad this power of exemption had been 
taken, and hoped the matter would be 
looked upon from a commonsense point of 
view. The proposed appointment of an 
Advisory Board to the Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteer force was a step in the 
right direction, and would. give great 
satisfaction to the force. "As to the 
Sergeant-majors of Volunteers, he hoped 


‘the Secretary of State would give the 
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matter renewed consideration. The work 
attached to the position in the Militia was 
largely confined to the period of recruit 
and annual training, whereas in the 
Volunteers it continued all the year 
through, and yet in the former case the 
officer had warrant rank, while in the 
latter he had not. They were a most 
deserving body of men, and there was 
really no reason for maintaining this 
difference of treatment. He would also 
appeal to the Department to be very care- 
ful how they sanctioned any extension of 
the present musketry requirements. 
Metropolitan Volunteers found consider- 


able difticulty in coming up to the 
standard. Praetically, the only available | 


ranges were at Pirbright and Bisley, and 
a Volunteer had frequently tomake fouror 
five visits before he could compete his class. 
Generous allowances had been made, but 
it was really a question, not of money, 
hut of time. It was undesirable that a 
Volunteer should have continually to be 
asking his employer for an afternoon to 
go to the range. The less call there was 
made on employers, the better it would 
he for the Volunteer force as a whole. 
The war had shown what a valuable 
reserve the Volunteer force was, and men 
should be encouraged to join it by every 
possible means. As to the large deficiency 
of officers, he fully agreed that they should 
be well trained, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man would readily see that the greater 
the demand upon the time of the officers 
the more difficult it would be to obtain 
them. Young gentlemen should be 
encouraged to accept commissions, and 
not discouraged by an insistence upon 
duties which in some respects might be 
considered to be of a routine character. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) referred to the circular recently 
issued from the War Office impressing 
upon ofticers the necessity of using 
ammunition for practice shooting instead 
of in competitions ; the effect of which, he 
believed, would be unduly to limit the 
amount of ammunition the officers could 
devote to competitions, and in that way 
prevent shooting being made attractive to 
the men. Ten rounds per man was 
absolutely useless, and if officers desired 
to encourage shooting they would have 
to find the ammunition at their own 
expense, 
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Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) hoped the Secretary of State 
would reconsider the case of Corporal 
Oud, and that the man, who had borne 
an excellent character in South Africa, 
would not be dismissed from his position. 
With regard to officers and men making 
themselves efticient, he urged that the 
regulation requiring attendance at ten 
drills before going into camp should be so 
far relaxed as to enable them to complete 
their drills while in camp. By so doing, 
the right hon. Gentleman would make 
it easier for officers and men to make 
themselves efficient. 


Mr. TOMKINSON said that, unless 


‘an entirely different complexion could 


be put upon it by the Secretary of State, 
the case to which reference had been 
made was one of the most outrageous 
and amazing of which he had ever 
heard, and reflected small credit upon 
the officer concerned. He hoped that 
upon further consideration restitution 
would be made, and the man restored 
to the position he had filled with so 
much credit. 


Lorp STANLEY, replying to the 
various questions which had been raised, 
said that nothing impressed the recent 
Committee more than the absolute 
impossibility of making hard and fast 
rules for Volunteers. Rules must be 
made, as far as possible, applicable to 
the majority of the force, reserving the 
right to make exemptions in the case of 
corps which. owing to local circum- 
stances, could not possibly come up to 
the requirements. He agreed as to the 
desirability of tightening the rules with 
regard to going into camp. The more 
the men could be got into camp, the 
better it was for the force, and nobody 
recognised that more than the Volunteer 
officers on the recent Committee, but it 
was clearly shown that more stringent 
rules on the point would lead to a con- 
siderable diminution in the force. To 


_ keep up a state of efficiency in the 


Volunteer force, they must rely upon 


‘the goodwill of its members, and the 


only thing that could be done was to 
put before them the wishes of those in 
authority, to which they had never yet 
failed to respond, and to be prepared 


‘in exceptional cases to exercise the dis- 
_cretionary power vested in the Secretary 
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of State. Asto officers being permitted to 
make goodtheir drillsin camp, nota single 
Volunteer officer stood up before the Com- 
mittee for such an arrangement. They 
all held that when they went into camp 
they should be in such a state of 
efficiency that they should be teaching 
and not learning drills while there. He 
was afraid such a concession could not 
possibly be granted, without, ina great 
degree, impairing the efticiency of the 
ofticers. Thepoint raised by thehon. Mem- 
ber for the Partick Division was one upon 
which it was very difficult to lay down a 
hard and fast rule. It was quite true 
that there were some corps in which 


great pains were taken over the 
shooting, but there were others in 


which the ammunition was kept back, 
and instead of bad shots being taught to 
shoot better, the whole was reserved for 
competitions amongst the better shots 
of the regiments. That was the worst 
thing that could happen. What was 
wanted was not a few really good shots, 
but a good average, and the best way to 
secure that was by using the surplus 
ammunition for the purpose of improv 


ing those who were not up to the! 


average. Personally, he was not cognisant 
of the case of Corporal Ough, and his 
right hon. friend, inthis as in many others, 
had been obliged to leave the question to 
the officers responsible in the  dis- 
trict for the enforcement of discipline. 
His hon. friend wished him to say that 
it did look as if this man had not had 
his case properly considered, and that he 
would himself inquire into the cireum- 
stances, in order that justice might be 
done. The proposed Advisory Board 
was very much in accordance with the 
views expressed by Volunteer ofticers, 
and cases brought before the Board 
from different localities could be 
thoroughly analysed by those who would 


have to deal with them in the War 
Office. 
*(10.2.) Mr. WYLIE (Dumbarton- 


shire) said that the Order in Council of 
1901 demanded longer and more arduous 
training of the Volunteer force, but the 
new conditions were not accompanied 
by corresponding facilities. There was 
a wide-spread feeling of dissatisfaction 
on the part of the Volunteers throughout 
the country, and the War Office granted 


Lord Stanley. 


{COMMONS} 


Ariny Estimates. 612 


‘a Committee to make inquiries. The 


Volunteers hoped that they would go 
into the whole question of Volunteer 
allowances in a broad spirit tor the 
purpose of securing greater numbers and 
efficiency. In that hope they had been 
disappointed, because the Order in 
Council, dated 29th May, 1902, made 
very little difference on the previous 
regulations. They expected that the 
capitation grant would be raised from 
35s. to 50s. and also that the camp 
allowance would be increased trom 2s. 6d, 
to 5s. per day. There should have 
been a much greater allowance for 
ammunition to Volunteers for practice 
in shooting. It was expected also that 
there would be an allowance jor drill 
halls and rifle ranges, and that there 
would be, in addition to the Adjutant, 
a paid Quarter- master Sergeant and 
Sergeant Major. Inthese expectations 
they had teen disappointed. The 
Volunteers expected now that the war 


was at an end that these matters 
would receive the attention they 
deserved. 


*Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) called attention to the case of a 
man who was a Corporal in the Carmar- 
then Volunteers, and who, though he had 
been nearly twenty years in the corps, 
was dismissed because his employment 
prevented him from attending camp this 
year. This was not the case of a man 
wilfully neglecting his duty. He was a 
tradesman who was unable to attend the 
camp this year without serious con- 
sequences to him as a business man. It 
seemed to the hon. Member that if mem- 
bers of the Volunteer force were to be 
treated in that harsh and arbitrary 
manner the War Office authorities could 
not expect to increase the numbers. 
He hoped the noble Lord would see 
his way to cancel the order for the 
dismissal of this man. 


Lorp STANLEY said that if the 
commanding officer thought that It 
would be an advantage to the regiment 
to retain this man, he had power to do 
so. The War Office were asked to order 
the commanding officer to keep in the 
regiment a man whom he did not think 
efficient. On the face of it, he could 


not see that there was any grievance. 
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*Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) 
called attention to the formation of 
alarge number of rifle clubs in the 
country. He felt that if the Govern- 
ment took no part in the matter, it was 
possible that these clubs might become 
a competing force with the Volunteers. 
He suggested that the Secretary of State 
should consider the matter seriously 
and practically, with a view to seeing 
that rifle clubs did not compete with 
the Volunteer force. There were signs 
already that it was possible that some 
of these rifle clubs might become 
sufficiently powerful to _ seriously 
prejudice recruiting for the Volunteer 
force. He considered that this matter 
was somewhat urgent, because, if steps 
were not taken to see that those who 
had an earnest desire to learn shooting 
were directed into the right channel, 
it was quite possible that those clubs 
might do more harm than good. A 
very real difficulty to these clubs was 
the expense of the ammunition; the 
Government could therefore retain a 
hold on the clubs by supplying ammu- 
nition at a greatly reduced charge, on 
certain conditions. These rifle clubs, 
instead of competing with, might be 
made valuable adjuncts to the Volunteer 
force. The same difficulty had arisen in 
some of the Colonies, and had _ been 
satisfactorily dealt with. It would seem 
advisable to take some action in this 
country on similar lines, before the 
movement had grown beyond the con- 
trol of the Government. 


sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
also urged that some system of organisa- 
tion should be devised in connection 
with rifle clubs. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out 
that this Votecontainedcertainallowances 
in respect of field batteries. In his Army 
corps organisation the Secretary of State 
provided for fifteen batteries of Volunteer 
field artillery. On the last occasion when 
the subject was debated in the House the 
Secretary of State seemed to have come 
round to the view which some hon. Mem- 
bers had previously expressed, namely, 
that he would be likely to do better with 
Militia field artillery than with Volunteer 
field artillery. He wished to know 
how far the right hon. Gentleman had 
got in this direction, and whether he 
would have to fall back on the Militia. 
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*Mr. WYLIE requested information as 
to the position of the Volunteer Reser- 
vists scheme. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he hoped to be 
able in the autumn to make a statement 
on the Volunteer Reservists scheme. 
With regard to the field artillery, the 
right hon. Gentleman had raised a 
serious and important qurstion. They 
had hoped that they would be able to 
rely upon the Volunteers for fifteen 
batteries of field artillery, but the War 
Office authorities, after carefully consider- 
ing the matter, had come to the con- 
clusion that there was great difficulty in 
finding Volunteers who were able to 
give sufficient time for training as field 
artillery, and it had been thought 
desirable for the present to restrict 
Volunteer artillery to the heavier guns. 
They were considering whether they 
could induce Militiamen to give as much 
service as would make them competent 
field artillerists, and he was not sure 
that they would not be able to form 
some part of this artillery to a large 
extent of men who had already passed 
through the Reserve, and who would 
be very eligible still to serve tor some 
years for home deience. He hoped to 
be able to report satisfactory progress 
next year. 


Vote agreed to. 


4. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,025,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to detray the 
Charge for the Pay, ete., of the;Medical 
Establishment, and for Medicines, ete., 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1903.” 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 5.) called 
attention to a grievance felt by certain 
medical officers whose claims had been 
adjudicated upon by officers who were 
junior to themselves. Decisions had 
been given which would involve these 
ofticers in considerable loss of money in 
the shape of pension. He hoped the 
Secretary of State would give his per- 
sona attention tothe appeals which had 
been lodged by the aggrieved officers. 


Mr. BRODRICK replied, but his 


remarks were inaudible in the Gallery. 
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(10.25.) CoLoneL WELBY (Taunton) 
asked oes the Secretary of State for 
War had under consideration the future 
of the Army Medical Department. It 
was well known that when the late war 
broke out officers and men_ suffered 
terribly from the inefficiency of the 
Medical Department. He urged the 
desirability of keeping up the efficiency 
of the Medical Department, so as to be 
able in future promptly to meet the 
exigencies of war. He feared that in 
the economies that followed the conelu- | 
sion of war and the shrinkage of the 
Army this necessity might be overlooked. 


RICHARDS said the 
requiring Signatures and 


Mr. H. C. 


system of 


counter-signatures to be obtained during | 


the late campaign before the necessary 


appliances could be received. was found | 
both for the | 


inconvenient, 
unfortunate sufferers. 
He hoped that something would be 
done to alter this system. What 
he wanted to know was why all these 
signatures and counter-signatures were 
necessary before appliances required for 
unfortunate sufferers in war could be 
olttained from the stores. He had seen a 
paper demanding a paltry eighty yards 
of cloth which had no fewer than sixteen 
signatures. If the Advisory Board had 


to be very 
doctors and the 


on it representatives of civilian common- | 


sense there were hopes that reforms 
would be introduced which would prevent 
the recurrence of such scandals as that of 
Bloemfontein, where dying men had rugs 
taken from their beds because the supply 
required could not be obtained without | 
the signature of the commanding officer. | 
Any sensible man would have gone to the 
stores and at his own initiative would | 
have got everything necessary. That was | 
what a German field ofticer would have | 
done. The Secretary for War was well | 
aware that the War Office system would | 
not be tolerated for a moment in any | 
business house in London. As long as 
the War Oftice was controlled by per- | 


manent officials and old fogeys, 
would be no genuine reform. 
tary for War, 


earlier purpose to reform a system of the | | 
evils of which the right hon. Gentleman 


himself had given ex: camples, had allowed | that 
himself to be over-ridden by the anti-| the 
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| general administration, 


|in the last two years. 
done good service by calling attention to 
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War Office was the man who allowed 
himself to be ruled by the permanent 
officials under him. Directly the war 
was over there ought to have been a 
clean sweep of the War Office, and the 
old men paid off whose motto was 
“What is now, has been, and ever shall 
be.” Questions of aceounts, supplies of 
stores, and many other matters, not only 
in the Medical Department but in the 
Clothing Department, should be dealt with 
on common-sense and commercial lines, 
and by men of business habits and 
training. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he was afraid he 


| was under considerable difficulty in follow- 


ing his hon. friend, who had told stories 
of what had occurred at Bloemfontein 
before the Army Medical Department 
had been reformed. The hon. Gentle- 
man might have favoured the Com- 
mittee, at all events, with his views as to 
the state of things as they were now, 
and not as they were in the early part of 


|the war, in the very crisis of the emer- 


gency. He might be allowed to say that 
he had scarcely ever heard a general 
attack on the administration of a De- 
partment made on less sufficient ground 
than that which had been advanced by 
his hon. friend. The hon. Member had 
made a number of general statements, 
unsupported by facts, and he challenged 
them all. He asserted broadly that, 
both with regard to correspondence and 
immense pro- 
gress and amelioration had taken place 
This House had 


the weakness of that part of the adminis- 
tration of the Army. Of course, there 
had been great difficulties in supplying a 
huge army in the field, but he believed 
that the system now established, which 
involved a large increase in the number 
of medical officers, increase of pay, and 
|the provision of things that had not 
existed before, and a variety of changes 
which had brought the Army Medical 


there | Service into line with the best civilian 
The Secre- | practitioners of the day, 


ought not to 


instead of pursuing his | have been ignored by his hon. friend. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare. W.) said 
he thought the criticism on 
Army Medical Department was 


quated notions of permanent officials. | right and just, and that practically there 


The Minister 


| 


who was popular at the | had been no alteration in the old system, 
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which had been the curse of the Army ' 


since the Crimean War. He agreed that 
the right hon. Gentleman had, to a cer- 
tain extent, been the first to bring about 
a partial reform of the Army Medical 
Department. But the doctors were not 
well enough paid to give inducement to 
good men to enter the medical service of 
the Army. That was the secret of the 
horrible and disgraceful breakdown at 
the beginning of the war. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that all that had been 
remedied ; but he denied it, and he main- 
tained that the forms made use of by the 
Army Medical Department were a dis- 
grace to any nation. He knew that old 


forms had been sent out to men who had 


fought in South Afriea, and who were sick 
and ill, telling them that if they were not 
well by a certain time their names would 
be removed from the Army. If that 
was the way the War Office was going 
to encourage recruiting for the Army, 
a greater mistale was never made. In 
his opinion, the old War Office civilians 
had been the curse of the Army, and 
the ruin of its administration. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the 
Government was going to appoint a 
Commission. If that Commission went 
thoroughly into the Army Medical 
Department, it would have far more effect 
than a debate on the ecnduct of our 
generals. The right hon. Gentleman 
smiled, but he knew what he was 
speaking about from bitter experience, 
for he had lost two or three of his 
dearest relations in the war. His heart 
was big for the welfare of the old 
Army in which he had served for ten 
years. The right hon. Gentleman should 
approach the task of cleansing this 
Augean stable, for until a strong man 
was appointed at the head of the Army 
the country would never have a Medical 
Department worthy of the name. There 
were many ways in which the Depart- 
ment could be improved. Unless the 
men were properly paid, and given a 
chance of rising and doing good to 
themselves, they would never get a 
proper and efficient Army Medical 
Department. At the outbreak of the 
war they had to scour the highways 
and byeways in order to get doctors 
for the Army. Many of these men 
were of the highest order of Christian 
doctors, and he hoped they would be 
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properly rewarded. He had heard only 
that day of a_ distinguished civilian 
doctor who had gone out to the war, 
but who was now to be thrown out, 
and not to get a step in rank. He 
believed if the right hon. Gentleman 
had the pluck to tear himself away 
from officialism he would make a 
success of the War Office. 


COLONEL WELBY said he wished to 
ask his right hon. friend the Secretary 
for War a practical question. In the 
future, would the members of the Army 
Medical Department be transferable, by 
a single stroke of the pen at the War 
Office, from one Army Corps to another, 
or would they belong to those Army 
Corps and only be removable by the 
commanders of them ? 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said he hoped it was not a 
fact, as stated by the hon. and learned 
Member for East Finsbury, that before 
a medical officer could obtain medical 
stores for the sick and wounded, it was 
necessary that his order should be 
counter-signed, Surely commonsense 
and reason would say that one signature 
was all that was necessary to get the 
stores. 


(11.0.) Sm J. BATTY TUKE (Edin- 
burgh and St. Andrew’s Universities) 
said he could not but think that certain 
hon. Members who had spoken were 
not aware of the important steps taken 
by the Secretary for War to re-organise 
the Army Medical Service. Thev had 
gone back in the past, and there was a 
great temptation for one who had 
followed the history of that service from 
the Crimean War down to the present 
time to do the same. But he was con- 
tent to refrain from doing so, as far as 
possible, as he believed the scheme now 
at work was a whole-hearted attempt to 
reform the service and do justice to the 
Army medical officers. He congratu- 
lated the right hon. Gentleman on the 
adoption of a new administrative 
principle. All previous Ministers for 
War had proceeded on the assumption 
that they could work the machine 
independently of the great medical 
schools and the feeling of the medical 
profession at large. As a consequence, 
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all previous attempts to reform the 
service had failed, mainly, though not 
entirely, from the non-recognition of the 
principle. He said not entirely, for 
failures had also been due to mal- 
administration of former warrants, and 
retrocessions on the part of the War 
Office in carrying out their provisions. 
That the right hon. Gentleman had 
become convinced of the necessity of 
recognising this principle, was shown by 
the fact that, of the eleven members of 
the Committee appointed by him, in 
1901, to consider the reorganisation 
of the Medical Service, seven were 
civilians. all men who were con- 
nected with important medical schools, 
and by the further fact that, on 
the «advice of that Committee, an 
Advisory Board had been established, 
four of the members of which are 
civilians. He congratulated the Minister 
for War on the establishment of this 
principle, which would, he believed, 
be of great service to the country, 
notwithstanding that he could not agree 
with him entirely on the manner in 
which it had been applied. His first 
objection was that it was impossible for 
these four gentleman to perform all the 
duties laid upon them. The Board had 
to meet at fortnightly intervals; it had 
to report on all matters connected with 
medicine. surgery, sanitation, as they 
affected the military services; to advise 
on the provision and equipment of 
hospitals; to submit a scheme for the 
expansion of the service to meet the 
needs oi war; to report on plans for 
hospitals, barracks, and camps; to arrange 
for the annual inspection of each of the 
military hospitals, such inspection to be 
usually made without notice; to super- 
vise the examinations of candidates ; and 
to consider the promotion of officers. 
How was it possible for men in active 
practice to perform such multifarious 
duties for a mere pittance of £200 a 
vear! It was impossible; and it would 
be found in practice that these four 
gentlemen could only have referred to 
those special points for their advice and 
consideration. This would be a most 
important function for them to perform, 
hut that they could carry out all that 
vas imposed on them by the Report 
was impossible. Further, he wished 
that the hon. Gentleman had carried 
Siv J. Batty Tuke. 


{COMMONS} 





Army Estimates. 620 


out the special recommendation of Sir 
William Thomson, who did such ex. 
cellent work in South Africa. Sir 
William, as a member of the Com. 
mittee, in a Minority Report, recom- 
mended that the Advisory Board should 
be composed of representatives of the 
Medical Schools in the several divisions 
of the Kingdom. The Secretary for War 
had accepted this principle as regards 
Ireland and England, but had evaded it 
so far as Scotland was concerned. It was 
true he had appointed a gentleman in 
London, who held a Scottish degree but 
had no other connection ; he had lived all 
his life in London, could in no way re- 
present the feeling in Scottish schools, 
or adequately represent the genius of 
the country, and had not had any con- 
nection with military matters. He was 
aware that the Secretary for War took a 
great deal of trouble to secure a practi- 
tioner resident in Ireland, but he never 
once entered into communication with 
anyone connected with Scotland, or in 
any way consulted the feelings of the 
schools of that country. The right hon. 
Gentleman might ride off on the state- 
ment that of the military members of the 
Advisory Board, two or three were 
Scottish graduates. Such an argument 
was futile, as those gentlemen had lived 
their lives in the service, and could not 
be en rapport with professional feeling in 
the North. He might as well argue that 
because the Prime Minister and _ the 
Leader of the Opposition were both Scots, 
the electoral representation of Scotland 
was on an equable footing with that of 
Ireland. It should be remembered that 
about one-third of the medical recruits 
came from the North, which afforded 
the highest class of candidates. He 
did not argue this from a mere pro- 
vincial point of view. It was im 
politic to ignore and flout these great 
schools. When it was considered that 
any scheme for the expansion of the 
service must depend on the assistance 
provided by universities, schools and 
hospitals, it was evidently a wise policy to 
keep in close touch with teaching in- 
stitutions, on which must depend, to a 
great extent, any scheme for an Imperial 
Medical Reserve. ‘The establishment oi 
an Imperial Medical Reserve must be @ 
chief object to be kept in view by the 
Secretary of State. It was impossible to 
keep up a standing medical foree during 
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times of peace sufficient for the sudden 
emergencies of war. This was one of 
the lessons we had learnt from the late 
war. The Army Medical Service must 
be made capable of rapid expansion, and 
this could only be effected by appealing 
to civilians. This was not the time to 
propound a scheme for the establishment 
of such a body; but it might be said with 
certainty that the War Office would have 
to come to the teaching institutions of 
the country, and demand their assist- 
ance in formulating a scheme by which 
a system of units could be established, 
ready to act under any emergency. 
Under these circumstances, it would 
have been more politic for the Secretary 
for War to do everything in his power to 
maintain the entente cordiale with im- 
portant centres of medical education. 
What we did in haste during the late 
war must be provided for at leisure. 
He urged this point on the right hon. 
Gentleman in the interests of the Army 
at large. He was sure that if he would 
so act, he would find a ready answer to 
his demands. As to the New Royal 
Warrant, he shou!d have liked to have 
spoken at more length, but other 
medical members were present who 
might desire to speak. He _ believed 
it would work well. The pay was fair ; 
the system of examination for promotion 
was sound. It would do much to prevent 
slackness, and would give an opportunity 
for the better men to show what they 
were made of. In every service there 
were two curses—seniority and private 
influence. If the system of examination 
was made to exercise its due influence—if 
it was taken along with each man’s service 
record, it would serve a most important 
function in neutralising these curses. 
But it must also be remembered that 
the thorough working of the new warrant 
depended on the maintenance of the Royal 
Army Medical Corp at a proper level. 
The arrangements for leave and study 
leave could not be worked unless the 
service Was numerically sutticient. The 
warrant might easily break down in many 
of its most important provisions if the 
service was starved. But, in the hope 
that no retrocessions will occur, as they 
had occurred as regards previous warrants, 
he begged to congratulate the Secretary 
for War on the earnest effort he was 


making to produce a really efficient | 


service. 
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Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said he had always taken a great 
interest in the Army Medical Department 
since he entered the House of Commons, 
and since he had the honour of serving 
his Sovereign in his old regiment. What 
was wanted was to try and get into the 
service a good running supply of the 
best candidates, in order that they 
might be able to carry out the im- 
portant duties entrusted to them. In 
former years, the Army authorities at- 
tempted to manage medical matters withi- 
out consulting the wants and wishes 
of the great universities and medica! 
schools from which the candidates had 
been drawn. He thought, however, 
that his right hon. friend, who so ably 
occupied the position of War Minister, 
sincerely desired to take into his con- 
fidence the great medical schools and 
teaching bodies, in order to get the 
best possible students for the Army 
Medical Department. The right hon. 
Gentleman deserved great credit for 
that, and also for having taken into 
consideration the representations of the 
British Medical Association, which repre- 
sented the great mass of the profession. 
He thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his advisers had made a large 
number of very valuable improvements 
in the original warrant, by which it 
was made more acceptable to the pro- 
fession generally, and by which a larger 
number of candidates for the service 
would be obtained. The new warrant 
was extremely good, and he thought 
its terms were extremely favourable. 
He only wished he had had such terms 
when he was serving his country in the 
Army Medical Department, nearly thirty 
yearsago. They almost made his mouth 
water. The right hon. Gentleman was 
also well advised in instituting study 
leave. In fact, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had carried out many of the 
reforms in the Department which had 
been advocated year after year in Parlia 
ment. He wished to express his most 
emphatic admiration of the admirable 
work of the Army Medical Department 
in South Africa. There had been criti- 
cisms on its general administration, hut 
no one had a word of criticism to offer 
regarding the admirable devotion of the 
individual members of the Department 
who had to face great danger and diffi- 


culty to carry out their work, and who 
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had to sacrifice, not only their comfort 


and convenience, but, in many cases, | 


their lives. If they looked back on the 


medical history of the South African | 


campaign, he thought it would be 


found that in no former war had the | 


general results of medical and surgical 
treatment been so admirably successful. 
Of course, there were difficulties—he did 
not mean difficulties due to the Govern- 
ment, but to the exigencies of the military 
situation—which made the work of the 
Army Medical Department arduous, and 
occasionally impossible. But, speaking 
as a medical man, he said that in no 
former war was the medical treatment 
of enteric, and the surgical treatment 
of wounds, on anything like the same 
plane of success; and he thought the 
Army Medical Department had earned 
immense credit for the results which 
had been obtained. There were certain 
points in connection with the new 
warrant on which he most heartily con- 
gratulated his right hon. friend. One 
was the new position given to the 
Director-General of the Army Medical 
Department. It was always felt in 
the old days that the position of the 
Director - General was not sufficiently 
authoritative. Now he would be a 
much more authoritative person than 
he was before. Perhaps, he might be a 
little old-fashioned, but he confessed he 
was not quite so enthusiastic about the 
inclusion of the civilian element. He 
thought the old plan was better where 
the Director General had two or three 
experienced subordinates, each for a 
different Department, all of whom com- 
bined to discuss questions from the 
medical point of view. He agreed with 
his hon. friend the Member for the 
Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s Universities 
that the civilian element was not of a 
sufficiently authoritative character. The 
only object of the element was to bring 
the Board into touch with the great 
medical schools, and unless they had 
men of great distinction on the Board 
that might not be achieved. He did not 
say « word against the members of the 
Board, who were all able men ; but they 
had not that professional standing which 
was requisite. He hoped, however, that 
the arrangement might work well. He 
agreed also with his hon. friend that 
£200 a year was not sufficient for men 


Lr, Farquharson. 
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who joined the Board, as it might 
involve the dislocation of their other 
professional work. He thanked his right 
hon. friend cordially on behalf of the 
medical profession, which he only repre. 
sented in a subordinate way, for his very 
admirable warrant, which he believed 
would bring peace and contentment to 
the Army Medical Department, and 
which he hoped would bring the Board 
into immediate and effective touch with 
the medical schools, with the result that 
there would be a good flow of the very 
best candidates into the service. Com- 
petition was what was wanted. When 
he entered the service there were nineteen 
competitors for sixteen vacancies. The 
new regime was a very good one; but he 
hoped that his right hon. friend would 
be prepared to take even still further 
advice. He wished to know the exact 
constitution of the new hospital to be 
started for the Army, and what its rela- 
tions to Netley would be. 


(11.26.) Mr. BRODRICK said he 
could not specifically answer the hon. 
Gentleman’s question, as the arrange- 
ments had not yet been completed. But 
they were pressing the matter forward. 
He was very glad to listen to the speeches 
which had just been delivered, because 
both hon. Gentlemen spoke with great 
authority on the subject. He was all 
the more gratified at the commendation 
which the hon. Gentleman opposite 
passed on the scheme when he compared 
it with a speech which the hon. Gentle- 
man delivered to his constituents a few 
months ago, in which the hon. Gentleman 
denounced his administration of the 
War Office as being a total failure in all 
its branches. That speech was doubt- 
less dished up for the consumption of 
the hon. Gentleman’s constituents ; but 
when the hon. Gentleman tackled the 
practical working of the Department, it 
was a great satisfaction to find that he 
was clothed in his right mind. He 
thought that, both fromthe hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech and from the speech of his 
hon. friend, the Committee would per- 
ceive that the reform of the Army Medical 
Department which had taken place 
last year had, in the main, commended 
itself to the medical profession. Of 
course, there had been criticisms—which 
they were glad to have ; but an immense 
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change had been made by the introduc- 
tion of civil members to the Advisory 
Board. That change would, he believed, 
havea great and permanent effect on 
His hon. friend read 
out a long list of subjects which the 


the Department. 


Advisory Board had to deal with. No 
doubt the number was great, but he saw 
the minutes of the fortnightly meetings 
of the Board, and he could assure the 
Committee that the work was done ina 
most thorough and efficient manner ; 
and he thought the Committee and the 
Army could not be too grateful to those 
medical gentlemen who, although in 
large practice themselves, had given 
their services to the Government. 
Nothing that could be offered to them 
in the way of money was in_ itself 
sufficient compensation. They were all 
eminent men, and there was every reason 
to be grateful to them. Some little 
complaint was made by his hon. friend 
as regards the composition of the Com- 
mittee for the inspection of the hospitals, 
and he confessed that his hon. friend 
forestalled him in the line of argument 
he intended to take up. 


true that in selecting a Scotch graduate | 
to attend the Committee, they had not | 


asked the leading man in the profession 
in Scotland to attend in London, but 
they had set themselves to get a man of 
experience who, being in London, could 
attend the Board. 
really nothing to complain of. 
matter of fact, half the members of the 


There was, however, 


As a 


Advisory Board were Scotch graduates, 


although not the actual representa- 
tives appointed by Scotch schools. He 
thoroughly re-echoed what the hon. 
Member had said about the personnel of the 
Arthy Medical Department, With refer- 
ence to the larger demand for officers 


VOL. CX. [foun TH SERIES. | 


{17 Jury 1902} 


It was quite | 


| Medical Department. 
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which would have to be met in case of 
war, they desired to act as closely as they 
could, not only with the London schools, 
but also with the Scotch and Irish 
schools ; and he was glad that his hon. 
friend included colonial schools also. 
The system had already produced one 
remarkable result. Up to last year they 
had not been able to obtain a sufficient 
number of candidates for the vacancies 
on many occasions ; and he would admit 
that last year the candidates were not 
Within the last few 


result of the 


up to the standard. 
days, however, as the 
change, and the general increase of con- 
fidence on the part of the medical pro- 
fession in the intentions of the War 
Office in regardto the Army Medical De- 
partment, there were between seventy and 
eig hty candidates lor thirty-two vacancies. 
That was a very marked change, and he 
hoped it would continue. He was quite 
certain nothing would be wanting on the 
part of the War Office to secure its con- 
tinuance. He attached the greatest im- 
portance to the arrangements which 
were being made for study leave. They 
had adopted in the Army Medical De- 
partment practically the system of short 
service which had been adopted for the 
If a man did not like the ser- 


vice after two years or more, he had an 


Army. 


opportunity of going back to civil life. 
He believed that to be a sound arrange- 
ment, and he also believed that the 
arrangement by which the medical 
officer at the beginning of his military 
career would have some sort of home 
In that 


respect, and in many others, he recom- 


would also work satisfactorily. 


mendations of the Committee over which 
he presided last year would, he thought, 
produce excellent results in the Army 
They could not, 
2A 
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in the few months which had elapsed 


since the adoption of the reform, see the | medical officers. 


results to any large extent at present, 
but he had great confidence in the 
future. He was quite aware that they 
had arrears, both of knowledge and of 
organisation, in that and other respects, 
to pull up. They were learning hard 
the lessons of the war, and he was very 
sanguine that those who followed him 
would be able to say that, whatever 
else had or had not been done for the 
Army during the period he presided at 
the War Office, at all events a long step 
forward had been taken in the Army 
Medical Department. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
desired to congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman on his statement, and es- 
pecially on the fact that there had been 
between seventy and eighty candidates 
for thirty-two vacancies. It was a great 
satisfaction to the Committee to hear 
such a statement as that, as it showed 
that good work was being done 
the Army Medical Department. There 
was one point on which he was not 
quite clear, and that was the ques- 
tion put by the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man the Member for Taunton as to the 
organisation of an Army Medical Corps 
together with an Army Corps. 
quite true, as the right hon. Gentleman 
pointed out, that doctors, at the be- 
ginning of their career, would be 
attached to a unit, but he desired to 


It was 


{COMMONS} 


| and the signatures of a number of non- 








know whether the organisation of a 
Medical Corps would be co-ordinate with | 
the Army Corps system. There was 
another question also asked, which, 
perhaps, could not be answered off-hand ; 
and that was the difficulty of ne 

: 


medical stores without a lot of red tape 
Mr. Brodrick. 








io 2) 
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He thought there 
| were cases during the war in which two, 
‘three, and even six signatures were 
Medical stores 
‘out in great quantities, and in the 


_ required. were sent 
hurry and hustle of the war it was in- 
evitable, perhaps, in many cases, that 
‘they should fall short; bnt he was not 
sure that a great deal of the shortage 
was not due to the system under which 
| the stores could be drawn. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would give 
‘attention to the matter with the view 
to simplifying the system. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS said he wished 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he intended to continue the system of 
requiring a number of signatures for 
medical stores, practically on the battle- 
field, when men were dying for the want 
of articles which were, perhaps, within 
twenty yards of them. It was not a case 
of the stores being at Capetown ; they 





va | were within rifle range of where the un- 


fortunate people were dying. A noble- 


man sent out a hospital at his own 


| expense, and it was monstrous that the 


patients who were being attended in it 
should be deprived of what they required 
merely for the want of a few signatures. 
Necessaries should not be doled out on 
the field of battle as if they were supplies 
from a canteen. It was all very well for 
an old Army doctor like the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite to butter up the Depart- 
His hon. friend the Member for 
the Edinburgh University was far more 
He said— what they all knew 
to be true—that they could not get a 


ment. 
practical. 
leading physician for £200 a year; why, 


they could not get a country attorney at 


that price. 
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Mr. BRODRICK said it was a suff- 
cient answer to his hon. friend that they 
had on the Board two such surgeons as 
Sir Frederick Treves and Mr. Fripp. 
He merely mentioned their names as an 
illustration, and was not putting them in 
any way in front of the other gentlemen 
on the Board. With regard to the 
signatures for stores, he could not speak 
off-hand ; but it was perfectly obvious 
that there was no period where it was 
more necessary that stores should be care- 


fully husbanded than during a campaign, | 


or given out except under proper autho- 
rity. He, however, demurred to the idea 
that the system was due to red tape. 
During the campaign an enormous number 
of doctors had to be sent out, many of 
them not conversant with the rules and 
regulations of the service; and stores 
were often delayed because men did not 
know their own powers, or how to order 
what they required. 


CoLONEL WELBY said he appealed to 
his right hon. friend to give an answer 
about the future of the Army Medical 
system in connection with the Army 
Corps system. If not, his only alterna- 
tive would be to move a reduction. He 
begged to move the reduction of the 
Vote by £100. 

Question pro- 


Motion made, and 


posed, ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,024,900, be granted for the said 


Service.”’—(Colonel Welby.) 


Mr. BRODRICK said he would be 
very glad to answer his hon. and gallant 
friend. As regarded the Army Medical 
Corps, with the exception of a very few 


officers, they were at the present time 
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relying to a very large extent on civilians 
for the different stations at home; and 
until they could bring the medical officers 
home from South Africa in large numbers, 

| which he hoped would be shortly, it 

would be impossible to put the new 
scheme into working operation. When 
that was done, they would endeavour to 
work the Army Corps system and Medical 

Corps system together, with the proviso 

| that it should not extend to India, 





CoLtoneL WELBY said that if his right 
| hon. friend would answer the question 
whether an Army doctor could be 
moved from one Army Corps to another 
without any reference to India, he 
would be prepared to withdraw his 
Motion. 


Mr. BRODRICK said they were 
establishing a great variety of changes, 
and he could not answer the question 
off-hand. 








Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said it 
was perfectly plain that the right hon. 
Gentleman could tell the Committee 
‘whether it was, or was not, necessary to 
have five or six signatures to a requisition 
for stores in the field. The right hon, 
| Gentleman insinuated that the reason for 
|the mistakes which occurred was because 
civilian doctors were employed. He 


/never heard a more lame or wretched 


That had nothing 
the question. 


argument in his life. 
whatever to do with 
Surely the right hon. Gentleman could 
tell the Committee whether the wretched 
old forms, which had not been changed 
for forty years, would be altered. If 
the right hon. Gentleman wished to 


keep to the old forms, he ought to let 
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the Committee know. What he wanted 
to know was whether the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken any steps to 
simplify the old forms. That was a 


perfectly plain question, put in a| 


perfectly plain way. 


Mr. BRODRICK said he had already 
informed the Committee, and thoucht 
he had made it clear, even to the hon. 
that the forms did not 
far as he 


Gentleman, 
require six signatures. So 
was concerned, he was periectly ready 
to undertake that full attention should 
be given to the simplification of all 
As a matter of fact, a 
under Sir 


medical forms. 
Departmental Committee 
William Butler was now engaged in 
simplifying the medical and all other 


forms. 


CoLonEL WELBY said his only object 
in moving the reduction was to try and 
make the Army Corps, which the right 
hon. Gentleman himself had instituted, 
realities and not shams. He was quite 
ready to withdraw his Motion. | 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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mittee that the question of military edu- 
cation generally had been dealt with very 
ably by the Committee presided over 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the St. Augustine’s Division .of 
Kent. He had no intention of referring 
to the outbreak at Sandhurst, much as 
he regretted it, but he wished to ask the 
tight hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State whether he was satisfied with 
the arrangements for military education 
which had now been placed under the 
Military Secretary. He had read the 
evidence on the subject with as much 
eare as he could, and he considered that 
the late Military Secretary gave away 
That officer said that 
they were prevented from carrying out 


the whole case. 


the recommendations with reference to 
military education by the war, and that 
they had been entirely unable to deal 
with it. Lord Roberts gave very im- 
portant evidence, in which he said that 
the existing arrangements were not 
satisfactory, and he added that it was 
not the examinations that were at fault 
but the way that they were carried out. 
Lord Roberts appeared to think that 
the best plan would be to have a general 
officer as the director of military edu- 
cation with an Advisory Board, con- 


‘sisting more or less of experts, on which 


Original Question put, and agreed to. | 


public schools, universities, and other 


_ educational centres would be represented. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £120,800, | 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the | 
Gharge for Establishments for Military 
Education, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the3lst day of March, 1903.” 


*Sir ARTHUR HAYTER said it 
was within the knowledge of the Com- | 
Major Jameson, 


He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would take that suggestion of Lord 
Roberts into his very serious consider- 
ation. He considered that the present 
arrangements were very hard on Sand- 
hurst. The pupils remained there only 
one year, which was practically only 
eight months; and it was impossible to 
teach them very much in that time. 


That was a very serious condition of 











powe 
incol 
for 

beca 
have 
five 

regal 
since 
milit 


thing 

















633 Supply—- {17 Juty 1902} Army Estimates, 634 
affairs, and he hoped that, with the Gentleman would agree with him, and 
cessation of the war, they would return | that was that the teachers should be more 
to the normal period, if it were decided | in touch with the classes. At present 
to keep up Sandhurst at all. Two)! they seemed to give a lecture, and never 


radical changes were required at Sand-| see their pupils afterwards. Again, 





hurst. What could possibly be more | there were two subjects which ought not 


disadvantageous to a young man than ‘to be in the curriculum at all, namely, 
to put him through a very severe | military law and military administration. 
examination on entering the College, | Every experienced military witness who 
and then leave him absolutely without "gave evidence before the Committee 
any competitive examination at all when | said that the men learned these subjects 
leaving. The whole system was on a much better after they had joined their 
wrong — basis. They might have a | regiments. Military administration was 
competitive examination at the beginning comparatively simple, but could not 
and the end ; but certainly they ought to be learned without dealing practically 
have a competitive examination at the with the accounts of a company. With 
end, and not allow it to be said, as was | reference to military law, regimental 
said by the Committee, that a great many Court Martials were nearly abolished, 
of the students who came in at the top of | and no officer could serve on a district 
the list went out at the bottom, because | Court Martial under two years service. 
they had no stimulus to continue their | The young officer would be able to 
education. The second change had refer- | make himself acquainted with it after 
ence to the professors. He thought the | he had joined the service. If these 
way in which they were chosen Was | two subjects were taken away, there 
lamentable. Of course, there was great | would be an opening for foreign 
difficulty in selecting any man for teaching ‘languages and other subjects. He 
until he had been tried; but he would | regretted to see that the German pro- 
suggest a probationary term, after which | feesoe hed been steuck of. Weelwich 
the professors could be dismissed if they |had a German professor with only 305 


were not proficient. At present they | students bee Gendint wlth 200 


, ur ‘ g . 
me net eoleted for ther tenting students was only to have the occasional 
powers ; they were not dismissed for their 
advantage of a German professor. He 
incompetence ; they were not rewarded ‘ 
; am : « , could not conceive what reason there was 
lor ability; and the were chosen 

y3 y ; for that arrangement, and he hoped the 
because they were men who wished to! . : daa 
é right hon. Gentleman would reconsider it. 
have an easy berth during the next! ,. ‘ , ; 
: The bright spot in the Report was the 
five years. Such appointments were, “atte : 
evidence as to the University candidates. 

regarded as the backwater of the Army, | ; 

, | 

since the officers hardlv ever came back to | There appeared to bo ao complaint 


against them with reference to discipline ; 


military positions, There was one other 
thing on which he thought the right hon. | and he thought it would be a very 
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excellent thing if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would take into consideration the 
question whether the age should not be 
the University 


Adjournment of 


raised in favour of 


candidates. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
thought the Vote should not be taken 
tonight; it would be a useful way 
of discussing certain questions concern- 
ing Sandhurst. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported 


upon 
Monday next; Committee also report 
Progress; to sit again upon Monday 


next. 


DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
[CONTRIBUTIONS]. 


Resolution reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of money to be provided 
by Parliament, of Contributions towards 
the custody, industrial training, ele- 
mentary education, and meals of children 
sent by an order of a Court (other than 
an attendance order) to a certified Day 
Industrial School, of sums not exceeding 
one shilling per head per week, and in 
the case of children without an order 
of the Court of a sum not exceeding six- 
pence a week, in pursuance of any Act 
of the present Session to provide for the 
further establishment of Day Industria] 
Schools in Ireland.”’ 


Resolution agreed to. 


Sir Arthur Hayter. 
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DAY INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Order for Committee read. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck. 
ham): I object. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
| bour) appealed to the hon. Gentleman 





not to persist in his objection. The 
‘Commission recently appointed by the 
| Lord Lieutenant had reported in favour 
of the Bill. 
‘tious in it, and Amendments which had 


been moved by the Chief Secretary had 


There was nothing conten- 


been agreed to. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he 
wished to point out to his hon. friend 
that there were similar schools in Eng- 
land and Scotland. 


Mr. BANBURY: I object. 


Mr. HARRINGTON said he would 
withdraw the measure. The Govern- 


ment were responsible. 


Order for Committee read, and dis- 
charged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five Minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


637 
OF LORDS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
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| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
|order): the Amendments proposed by 
| the Select Committee made: Standing 
| Committee negatived: Report of Amend- 


Lteports, ete. 


| ments to be received on Monday next. 


House, that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate | 


from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :— 


New Forest (Sale of Lands for Public 


5 Purposes). 
< The same was ordered to lie on the 
> Table. 


> HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


rev 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

=< TheChairman of Committees informed 
~ the House that the opposition to the 
. Bill was withdrawn: The orders made 
~on the Ist instant and yesterday dis- 
* charged, and Bill committed to a Com- 
5 mittee of the Whole House. 


LOCAL 


coh trndicates 


£ BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [1.1.], 
> MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 
z (m.2..], 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


th 


COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL, 
Moved, That the Order made on the 
~ Mth day of March last, “That no Pro- 
: Visional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
‘ from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday the 
19th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2" 
(The Earl Howe); agreed to; Bill read 2" 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6.) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3° on Monday 
Next. 


VOL. CXL. 


[FoURTH Serizs.] 


LAND DRAINAGE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10.) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived : 
and Bills to be read 3* on Tuesday next. 


GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.]. 

Read 2* (according to order), and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act 1899) deemed to 
have been reported from the Committee : 
Bills to be read 3° on Monday next. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL, 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Lord Wandsworth be 
proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Lord Brassey ; and that 
the Earl of Yarborough be Chairman of 
the said Committee ; read and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 


SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES.) 
Sixteenth Annual Report of the 


inspectors, for 1901. 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) 1901. 
Part IL. Civil Statisties. 


RISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Report of the Commissioners, for the 
period from Ist April 1901 to 3lst 
March 1902. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 


' to lie on the Table. 


2B 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
Statute made by the Master and 
Fellows of University College, Oxford, 
on 20th March 1902, amending Statute | 
III., 12 (Fellowships held by Professors) | 
of the Statutes of the College: Laid | 
before the House {pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 





AND | 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 3", with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


SHOP CLUBS BILL. 
Read 3°, with the Amendments, a’ 
iurther Amendment made ; Bill passed, | 
and returned to the Commons. 


FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 
Second 


NEW 


Order of the day for the 
Reading read. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, this is a 
small Bill, which has passed the other 
House, the object of which is to em- 
power the Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests to sell pieces of land in the New 
Forest for sanitary purposes. The case 
for the Bill is this: The soil of the New 
Forest is vested in the Crown, and it 
appears that the Commissioners of His 
Majesty’s Woods and Forests have no 
power to sell any land without an Act 
of Parliament. As long ago as 1884 
it was found that the sanitary arrange- 
ments of Lyndhurst, which is within 
the limits of the New Forest, were very 
bad, and the Local Government Board 
came to the conclusion that not only 
the sanitary arrangements, but also the 
water supply, were deplorable. Since 
that time a proper water supply has 
been provided, but great ditliculty has 
been experienced, in consequence of there 
being no land, in carrying out sewerage 
works, and this Bill is for the purpose 
of giving the Commissioners power to 
sell land, and the parish authorities 


power to purchase it in the interests 
of the public health of the locality. The 
Bill is carefully guarded in the matter 
of the consent of the Local Government 
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Board and a proper local inquiry. The 
provisions of the Bill are practically con- 
curred in by all the persons locally 


interested, and have been accepted by 


the Commons Preservation Society. 
Bill read 2°, and committed for 
Monday next. 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COM. 
MISSION—POSITION OF THE NETHER. 
LANDS RAILWAY. 

THe Ear: or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the 
finding of the Transvaal Concessions 
Commissioners in regard to the Nether- 
lands South African Railway Company, 

that— 

‘The Company did, before war was de. 
clared, initiate and organise elaborate plans, 
and afterwards effectively carried them out, 
causing great damage, delay, and loss to the 
(Jueen’s armies.” 

And to ask whether action has been 
taken, or is goingtobe taken, to punish the 
Company for these belligerent operations. 
The active part which was taken by 
the Netherlands Railway Company in 
the late war is a matter of considerable 
notoriety. I ventured, just a year ago,7 
to bring the finding of the Commis- 
sioners before your Lordships, and to 
ask what indemnity, or other punish- 
ment, it was intended to inflict for the 
unwarrantable attack by this Company 
on Great Britain. The Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs told me at 
that time that the matter was under 
consideration, that a correspondence was 
taking place with foreign Powers, and 
that His Majesty’s Government were 
unable at that moment to give me any 
answer. <A year has elapsed, and I now 
venture to repeat my question. The 
facts are not in dispute; they have 
been investigated, and I am anxious to 
know whether anything has been done, 
or is going to be done, to punish the 


Company for their operations. When 
I brought this matter before your 


Lordships a year ago, I entered in 
considerable detail into the investigs- 
tions of the Commission, and, therefore, 
it will not be necessary for me today 
to trouble your Lordships with more 
than a very few remarks on that part 
of the subject. As I have said, the 





t See (4) Debates xeii., 8. 
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main facts are not in dispute; but, 
at it should be supposed that any- 
thing is wanting to make the case 
wainst this railway company complete, 
| would remind your Lordships that, 
xeording to their own admissions, the 
managers and the staff in South Africa, 
the board of directors in Amsterdam, 
and also the shareholders, aided and 
abetted, more or less actively, in the 
action that was taken at that time by 
the Company. Just beforethe outbreak 
of the war, M. Van Kretschmar, the 
directing manager of the railway in the 
lransvaal, took a very lively and direct 
interest in the prospects of the Republic. 
He called their attention to the fact 
that they had not sufficiently provided 
or defence and offence, and went so 
ar as to produce schemes, and give 
them advice as to how they should 
ittack Natal and defend themselves. 
He did more. He suggested that the 
anpluyees of the Company should be com- 
mandeered, and he paid those employees 
while they were actually engaged in 
erations against the British troops. 
He directed those operations, suggested 
that they should blow up bridges, and 
ted from beginning to end as an open 
enemy of this country. So much for 
the direction. I will now read to your 
Lordships what M. Van Kretschmar’s 


pinion was as to the result of his 
ation. After the fortunes of war had 
tamed, he wrote to his directors in 


Amsterdam as follows— 


“Tam afraid we have hopelessly compro- 
nisel ourselves in deed, word, and writing. 
Ve have made cannon and ammunition ; we 
lave sold material to the Republics ; we have 
own up bridges on English territory, and 
ave not dische urged our staff on commando.” 


Passing to the staff, how did they carry out 
M. Van Kretschmar’s directions! They 
sumed open action as belligerents ; they 
lew up the bridge at Colenso, and when 
the Boers were in retreat subsequent to 
the relief of Ladysmith, they also broke 
ip the line of railway and protected the 
treating enemy. Another portion of 
the railway staff blew up bridges in Cape 
Colony and protected the retreating 
Boers by destroyi ing the communications. 
” ‘© it on record, in a letter written 

y M. Van Kretschmar, that the Board 

1 Amsterdam were gree atly pleased with 
the action he had taken in the first in- 


stance; but when the fortunes of war 
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‘changed they recognised that what had 


been done might prove detrimental to 
their interests, and they advised M. Van 
Kretschmar to take up a different line of 
action, to which he replied— 

“T like to hear your judgment—you who 


| were so proud when you heard of the deeds of 


heroism of the Company in the destruction of 
bridges, etc., and wished for special date in 
order vo refer to it in your Annual Report. 
We are now once for all in a boat, and must 
remain in it to the other bank.” 

When the Transvaal Concessions Com- 
mission was sitting, they invited the 
Board of this Company in Amsterdam to 
send witnesses to give some account of 
themselves and explain what had been 
done, but from that day to this no 
answer has been received from the Board, 
and we must therefore assume that they 
agreed with the action of their manager 
in South Africa. Even the shareholders 
received the Report in silent acquiescence, 
and it was not till the war was nearly 
over that they ventured to intimate some 
doubts as to the wisdom of the course 
that had been followed. There is no 
doubt that the servants of this Railway 
Company openly aided and abetted bel- 

ligerent operations against the british 
troops, and we have the right to exact the 
full penalty for this audacity. In justice 
to the taxpayer that penalty ought to be 
exacted, for no inconsiderable part of the 
cost of the war was due to the destruction 
of the communications by the Company's 
servants. I submit that the fact that there 
are foreign shareholders of the Company 
has nothing to do with the question. The 
point in question is, What is the damage 
that has been done to this country? And 
it is only right and fair that the people 
who did the damage should pay for it. 
[ regret the long delays and correspon- 
dence which have taken place, because 
they suggest that this country is to get 
nothing im the end. This is = most 
flagrant case I have ever heard of ; and 
if by any misfortune the penalty which is 
undoubtedly due is not exacted, then our 
leniency will be entirely misplaced and 
very much misunderstood. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY said 
the word “punish” in the noble Earl's 
Question was not in accord with the 
general amnesty which, though not pro- 
claimed, had been virtually acted upon 
in South Africa. He took it that this 
Company was composed, not of Trans- 
vaalers, but of Dutchmen, and they had 


2B2 
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a perfect right to do the best they could 
for their fellow countrymen in South 
Africa. The feelings of the Dutch had 
not been properly understood, because 
the history of the Boer War which had 
been most in circulation began in 1806 
instead of in 1795 ; thus misleading by an 
error of eleven years. In 1795 the Duke 
of York, with a British army, was in the 
Low Countries in alliance with, and in 
support of, the Dutch against the French. 
He had always regarded the noble Earl 
who had asked this Question as a_sen- 
sible and moderate Liberal ; and as the 
feeling of the country was that the Liberal 
Party in both Houses wanted strengthen- 
ing, he hoped to see the noble Earl join 
the Opposition, and in that way make the 
Opposition Benches less attenuated and 
more respectable, 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For THE COLONIES (The Earw of 
Onstow) : My Lords, the belligerent acts 
of the Company are admitted on all hands. 
At the time the war broke out the Com- 
pany was paying a handsome dividend, 
and its shares stood at 230 or 240. As 
soon as the British troops occupied the 
country through which the railway ran, 
the railway was taken possession of by 
them. That itself is a serious penalty. 
The noble Earl said that there had been 
considerable delay in announcing the 
intentions of the Government. That 
delay hurts the shareholders much more 
than His Majesty’s Government, because 
in the meanwhile the shareholders are 
not receiving a penny. The Transvaal 
Concessions Commission advised the 
Government that this concession ought 
not to be recognised ; and His Majesty's 
Government thought that in that re- 
commendation the Commission were 
perfectly correct. But the money in- 
vested by the railway was invested by 
different classes of persons. There were 
those who invested money on debenture. 
They had no voice in the management 
of the railway. Others invested in shares, 
and it was within their power to control 
the board ot directors who sat at Amster- 
dam. It was inthe power of the directors 
to dismiss their officers in South Africa. 
These two classes of investors ought to 
be treated very differently; and His 
Majesty's Government do not intend to 
allow the debenture-holders to suffer for 
action which they could not control. 


Lor ] Stanle 7] of Aldi rle W. 


But with regard to the shareholders, the 
concession not being recognised, the 
whole matter is entirely in the hands of 
His Majesty’s Government, who are still 
considering what, if anything, should be 
done ev gratia, but not of right, for those 
who have ond fide invested their money 
in the shares. The noble Earl may rest 
assured that the damage inflicted on the 
armies of the King will not be left out oj 
consideration in any arrangement which 
may hereafter be come to ¢ gratia with 
the shareholders. 


CHINA—GENERAL POSITION — RUSSIA 
AND MANCHURIA—ANGLO-JAPAN. 
ESE ALLIANCE ANGLO-ITALIAN 
RELATIONS IN THE MEDITER. 
RANEAN. 

*EarL SPENCER rose to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to 
inform the House as to the position of 
affairs in China since the return of the 
Chinese Court to Peking, especially in 
regard to— 

1. The Port of Neuchwang. 

2. The Northern Chinese railways in 
which the British interests are large. 

3. The arbitration as to land at 
Tientsin. 

4. The evacuation of Tientsin by the 
Allied Forces. 

5. The present position of Russia in 
regard to Manchuria. 

6. The payment of the Chinese in- 
demnity, and whether the effect of the 
depreciation in silver has led to any 
alteration in the mode of paying the 
indemnity by gold. 

7. As to the position of this country 
and of other countries at Shanghai. 

& Whether his attention has been 
called to the statement that great sur 
prise has been caused in Japan by 
language used on behalf of the Govern- 
ment in another place respecting thé 
Anglo-Japanese Treaty ; and whether he 
is ina position to correct the misappre 
hension which appears to have been 
created. 

9. Whether he can make any state 
ment as to the relations between this 
country and Italy in the Mediterranean. 

He said: My Lords, notwithstanding 
what was said a few minutes ago by th 
noble Lord near me (Lord Stanley ot 
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Alderley), I hope the House will agree | 
that 1 come from a respectable Bench, | 
and am a respectable member of your | 
Lordships’ House. I have today followed | 
the course which I have adopted before | 
vith regard to questions on foreign | 
fairs; and I have set out at some} 
ingth the points to which I hope the | 
noble Marquess willrefer. I shall follow | 
the divisions of the subject as they | 
ippear on the Paper in the few remarks | 
[intend to make. First of all I have | 
ferred to the port of Neuchwang. | 
Yow we have had that before us on | 
previous occasions, and thenoble Marquess | 
has given us explanations aboutit. Your | 
Lordships all know that this port is a| 
very important one for British commerce. 
| believe I am right in saying that we 
have more trade and commerce with | 
that port than almost any other nation. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


There have been various questions as to} 
the government of this town and port. | 
At one time it was almost wholly under | 
the government of Russia. I should like | 
t0 know how far a change has taken | 
place in regard to this. As we all know, | 
there has been a considerable change 
vith regard to the influence and inter- 
ference of Russia in China’ within | 
the last few years. I should 
like very much to know’ whether 
the government of Neuchwang has been | 
now made over again to China, and, at | 
illevents, whether that treaty port, which | 
sof such importance to our commerce, 
has now the same advantages for us and | 
ther nations as it had before the disturb- | 
inces which took place in China. Now 
there is a question with regard to the | 
railroads in the north of China. That, too, 
las heen the subject of considerable diffi- 
alty in that country, and has been made 
the subject of various discussions in 
Parliament. There are two railroads, 
vhich were, I believe, entirely under the 
control of the Chinese Government, in 
vhich English investors have very great 
interest indeed. These two railroads are 
the railroad to Shan-hai-kwan and the 
railroad between Tientsin and Shan-hai- 
swan. At one time, I believe, the 
Russian Government had, for various 
teasons—probably strategical reasons— 
taken control chiefly of these railroads. 
There have been various appeals that the 
management of these railroads should be 
mee more transferred to the Chinese 
‘overnment, and that the interests of 
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this country should be respected on these 
railroads. I should be glad to know 
whether that has been carried out. We 
all know that, by arrangement between 
China and Russia, Russia was to be 
allowed, not complete control, but nearly 
complete control of the railroads north of 
the Great Wall. These railroads do not 
go as far as that, and therefore I believe 
[ have a right to ask whether any change 
has taken place with regard to these great 
commercial undertakings. Then there 
was a very acute disturbance and contro- 


| versy about certain lands, also, 1 believe, 


with some railroads, at 
The noble Marquess—cith: 
sat 


connected 
Tientsin. 


Prime Minister—dealt effectively with 
that and obtained redress tor the 


| British, who claimed possession of some 


the land which had been taken 
for various reasons by lussia. 
This question was at last referred to 
arbitration, and we do not know—at 
least, I am not aware—how ft that 


of 


far 
arbitration has been settled. These are 
all questions more or less connected with 
Russia in the Far East. 

Of course the greatest question of all 
is the position of Russia in Manchuria. 
I hardly know how that stands now ; 
but we have been told in the public 
Press that within the last few months 
considerable changes and modifications 
in the position of Russia have been made 
in that country. I have always telt, in 
regard to our policy with Russia in the 
East, that we have not been altogether 
fortunate in dealing with this matter. 
We heard long ago of the vast map of 
the East—that it was so large that we 
need not be afraid of Russia’s a-quiring 
an ice-free port in these seas. We have 
had various negotiations, and we have 
had more than once to oppose the 
policy of Russia in China But, un- 
fortunately, it has seemed to me, we 
never looked forward sufliciently in our 
policy ; and eventually we had on more 
than one occasion to withdraw our 
opposition; and then our agreement 
with Russia, instead of being a gracious 
and spontaneous one, came in a very 
different spirit from us. I should like 
to know in what position Russia is in 
regard to that country. We know that 
she has nowa railroad connecting the 
eastern part of her great Empire with 
Manchuria and China, and it may be 
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that all she is doing now is to defend 
this railroad against any inroads of the 
Chinese. But we hardly know yet 
whether she has fulfilled what I believe 
was some assurance on her part that at 
a certain time she would relinquish once 
more to the Government of China this 
large and rich province. 

Now there is another matter whick we 
have discussed in this House, and we 
have had some very interesting state- 
ments trom the noble Marquess on the 
subject. I refer to the financial position 
of China. We all know what an im- 
portant part the tax known as the likin 
tax plays in that country. We have 
heard from the noble Marquess, if I am 
not wrong in saying so, that he hoped 
to get some large concession from the 
Chinese Government about this tax. Of 
course /iiin applies to the internal gov- 
ernment of the country as well as to 


foreigners and to Customs. Probably 
if we had our way we should say 


it is as much in the interests of China 
and of the large population there as 
in the interests of those who are trad- 
ing with China that this duty, both 
internal and external, should, if not alto- 


gether done away with, be greatly 
moditied. At the same time, we know 


there are serious difticulties with regard 
to it. If the publie Press is correct, there 
have been a great many changes of policy 
on that matter; but, so far as I can 
gather now, we are still pressing for the 
reduction of this /é/in on Customs, but 
we have been obliged almost entirely to 
relinquish our pressure with regard to the 
likin in the internal parts of China. No 
doubt the noble Marquess will be able to 
tell us something about that. It is a 
very important thing; for the financial 
position of this great country is of the 
utmost value to all those trading with 
her, as well as to the enormous population 
over which she rules. 

But I have rather diverted from the 
actual list of my questions. I ought to 
come to the question of the Chinese 
indemnity. We and other nations had 
a most absolute right to demand 
serious indemnity from China for the 
serious outrages that took place in that 
country both on persons and on property 
belonging to foreign subjects. The in- 
demnity was settled after very consider- 
able ditticulty ; but I am afraid lately a 
very serious addition to the difficulty has 


Earl Spencer. 
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occurred owing to the great deprecia- 
tion in silver. The indemnity was to 
be in gold; but almost all the tran- 
sactions of China are in silver, and that 
is the current coin in that country. [Ij 
that be so, the great depreciation in silver 
has had a very serious effect on China 
with regard to the payment of the in- 
demnity. It has added, no doubt, greatly 
to the difficulty which that country has 
in paying the indemnity; and it is a 
matter of great interest to know whether, 
in regard to the future financial position 
of that country, which is of such great 
importance to us and to the other 
countries of the world—whether anything 
has been done to try to meet, temporarily 
or permanently, this great additional 
burden on China. I am not going to 
refer, except in passing, to what has 
been often discussed—-namely, our posi- 
tion in the Yang-tsze region. That is 
the region which has been rather marked 
out by agreements—and, if not by agree- 
ments, by understandings—between us 
and other countries for the influence of 
this country. I shall not dwell upon 
that, although I think a great deal might 
be said as to our position with re- 


gard to Germany in that region. But 
I should like to know, as there has 


been a great deal of observation about it, 
whether any difficulty has arisen at 
Shanghai between us and other Powers. 
Shanghai is one of the most important 
places with regard to commerce in the 
Eastern seas. It is a place where we 
have had a very great, if not a pre- 
dominant, influence. But, as far as I 
know there is no reason whatever why 
other nations should not occupy a posi- 
tion of great influence there as well as 
ourselves ; and I therefore do not quite 
understand the extreme jealousy that has 
existed with regard to the increasing 
influence of Other countries in Shanghai. 
Perhaps the noble Marquess will tell us 
something about it. 

Before I leave the question of China, I 
should rather like to say this. I do 
not say it with special reference to 
the noble Marquess and his adminis- 
tration of foreign _ affairs, but | 
cannot help thinking that of late years 
jour whole policy in the East and in 
|China has been wanting in foresight. 
We have had a policy rather of going 
from hand to mouth; a policy of the 
moment. We have not looked forward 
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sufficiently, and we have not made up 
our minds clearly as to exactly what 
we should do. The consequence of that 
has been that there has been con- 
siderable vacilliation, and from time to 


time our policy has been abruptly and | 


suddenly altered. What has happened 
in regard to Port Arthur and Wei- 
Hai-Wei, I think, indicates want of 
consistency and firmness in the policy 
and intentions of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. I will merely say that I sincerely 
trust the noble Marquess and His Majesty's 
Government are following a stronger 
and better course than that I have 
indicated. They may deny that their 
previous conduct has been characterised 
by want of decision; but I cannot 
help hoping that they have a clear and 
distinct policy before them, and will 
carry it out not only with regard to the 
interests of this country, but in harmony 
with other nations. 

I have an important question to ask 
atoJapan. Jt is not long ago that we 
ill heard with great pleasure of the good 
understanding and the treaty which the 
noble Marquess concluded with Japan. 
Some of us may have doubted whether 
the actual treaty was necessary, though 
[am sure all of us, and anybody who 
knew Japan and the East, weleomed 
this proof that we were trying to 
encourage and cement good feeling with 
that country. Nothing that has occurred 
since has altered that feeling. I think 
the feeling has been strengthened, and 
[think that almost everybody rejoicesthat 
this treaty has been carried out. It has I 
hope been conducive to good results in the 
East. Not very long ago in another place 
some discussion took place upon. it; 
and I cannot help thinking that there 
was some misunderstanding with regard 
to some words which possibly dropped 
out, and which certainly were not 
intended to have the purport which 
was given to them. They were words 
used by an important member of the 
Government, and some people thought 
the terms used were somewhat arrogant. 
I cannot help thinking that there was 
4 misunderstanding about this, and 
there was no such intention on the 
part of His Majesty’s Government. At 


the same time considerable attention 
was ‘called to these words. Those 
gentlemen who are often very well 
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informed—sometimes we think almost 
better informed than His Majesty’s 
Government—drew attention to them 
and stated that they had produced in 
Japan a very bad impression. It was 
on that account, in order to give an 
opportunity for explanations, that I 


included this question among those 
which I have put. 
I now come to my last point. It is 


a very important one, and yet I do 
not think that we need have any anxiety 
with regard to it. A good deal of discus- 
sionhas occurred within the last few weeks 
with regard to Italy and our relations 
with that country. A good dealjof un- 
necessary anxiety has been shown with 
regard to this matter. That anxiety 
arose in consequence of a rumour, 
which I believe to be true, that the 
Italian Government had come to some 
direct friendly relations with France. 
I feel sure that your lordships will 
agree that it is in our interests to be 
on the most friendly terms with France ; 
I hope we are so at the present moment. 
But I cannot see why if Italy, with 
whom we have always had the very 
closest sympathy and alliance, draws 
nearer to France, we should feel any 
anxiety or jealousy whatsoever. It 
seems to me that the closer France is 
drawn to her nearest neighbour, Italy, 
the better security there is for there 
not being any trouble in the Mediter- 
ranean. I am quite sure your Lordships 
will agree with me that there is no 


country in the world to whom our 
sympathies are drawn more closely 
than to Italy. I therefore hardly 


understand the anxiety which is felt 
on this matter. I hope the noble 
Marquess will be able to give an assur- 
ance, which we shall all welcome, that 
there need be no anxiety in this country 
with regard to our foreign relations 
with any Power in the Mediterranean. 
I now ask the questions of which I have 
given notice. 


* THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The MARQUEss of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the noble Earl 
began his statement by a few words in 
justification of the form of the Questions 
on the Paper. Perhaps he will allow me 
to say that if any Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House is a gainer by the detail with 
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which he has worded his notice, I am that 
Member. It was thoughtful of him 
to give me so plain an indication of the 
points on which he desired information. I 
will take first the noble Lord’s question 
with regard to the port of Neuchwang 
and the Northern Chinese railways, in 
which, as he truly says, this country is 
largely interested. The northern railways 
may beconveniently dealt within two parts. 
There are those lines which are within the 
Great Wall and those which are without 
it. With regard to the extra-mural part 
of the northern railways, and in regard to 
the town of Neuchwang, the importance of 
which thenoble Lord certainly did not over- 
rate, we have to consider how matters stand 
in consequence of that convention between 
Russia and China to which the noble 
Earl referred, and which was signed in 
April of the present year. Under that 
convention Russia undertakes the 
restoration of the province of Manchuria 
to the Chinese Government, that it 
shall remain an integral part of the 
Chinese Empire, and that the Chinese 
authorities are to exercise within the 
province the powers of administration 
which they possessed before it was 
occupied by the Russiantroops. That is 
qualified by an intimation that the 
evacuation of Manchuria is to take 
place by three successive instalments. 
In the first six months after the 
signature of the convention, the Russian 
troops are to evacuate the south-west 
part of the province of Mukden, and 
they are to restore the railways within 
that part of the province to the Chinese 
Government. In the following — six 
months the Russian troops are to retire 
from the remaining part of Mukden 
and the province of Kirin. The remainder 
of the withdrawals are to take place in 
the third period of six months. We 
gather from that that the extra-mural 
line will be surrendered by the Russian 
authorities within the first six months, 
which I presume will run from the 
month of April this year, and that the 
city of Neuchwang will probably be 
restored to the Chinese in the second 
period, although I may perhaps add 
that from intimations which have been 
made by the Russian Government, 
we infer that they will be disposed to 
restore Neuchwang at the same time as 
the city of Tientsin is restored to the 
Chinese Government. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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The intramural portion of the railways, 
your Lordships will recollect, was handed 
over by the Russians to the Germans 
and by the Germans to us, and it is at 
this moment in our occupation ; but we 
have never desired to retain it a day 
longer than was necessary, and we are 
at this moment fully prepared to hand 
it over to the Chinese Railway Adminis- 
tration. But in common prudence we 
must before we do so be satisfied that 
sufficient arrangements are made and 
sufficient precautions taken to safeguard 
the large British financial interests in 
the line, and also to secure it as a means 
of communication between Peking and 
the sea. It seems to us absolutely neces- 
sary that for that purpose some arrange- 
ments should be made for establishing 
contact between the military authorities 
and the authorities who havethe manage- 
ment of the railway. I am able to say 
that some time ago agreements were 
signed between representatives of His 
Majesty’s Government and the Chinese 
authorities which seemed to us to provide 
adequately for the precautions the neces- 
sity of which I have indicated. A 
difficulty has arisen at the last moment, 
not between us and the Chinese, but be- 
tween the Chineseand another Power; and 
that has for the moment prevented the 
completion of the transaction. Until these 
difficulties are removed we are obliged to 
remain in military occupation of the line. 
But I am glad to be able to add that, 
so faras I can foresee, those difficulties 
are not likely to prove of a very serious 
character, and we may look forward to 
being able at an early date to replace 
the line in the hands of the Chinese. 
Then the noble Earl questioned me 
with regard to Tientsin; and again in 
relation to Tientsin I have to say that it 
has for a long time past been our earnest 
desire that the provisional Government 
established there should be brought to 
an end, and the Government of the city 
again placed in the hands of the Chinese. 
But in this case also it was necessary for 
us to make some preliminary arrange- 
ments. Your Lordships well recollect 
the important strategical position which 


Tientsin occupies between Peking 
and the sea-board, and your Lord- 
ships also remember that it was 


part of the arrangement arrived at 


'with the other Powers that a military 
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garrison should, for some time at all 
events, be left at Tientsin. The question 
of these precautionary arrangements was 
therefore primarily a military question, 
and as such we referred it to the com- 
manding officers of the international 
contingents. These military authorities 
presented us with a scheme, of which I 
desire to speak with the utmost respect, 
but of which I have tosay that it seemed 
to us rather too military in character 
and to have not quite sufficient regard 
ior political as distinguished from purely 
military considerations. At any rate, 
we have given instructions for the 
revision of the scheme ; andI am glad 
to be able to tell your Lordships that 
it has been redrafted, that it has been 
considerably modified in directions 
favourable to the Chinese, and that the 
modified version has been accepted by 
the other four Powers interested in the 
provisional Government. We have, more- 
over, every reason to believe that it will be 
accepted by China also. I ought to say 
that the original scheme contained 
stipulations that Chinese troops should 
be excluded from a very large area 
indeed in the neighbourhood of Tientsin, 
an area which we thought unreason- 
ably large, and that the new scheme 
provides that the area of exclusion shall 
be about one-twentieth of the size of the 
original area. We have also obtained 
the elimination of a Clause under which 
it was to be a part of the contract that 
the Powers were to insist on the carrying 
out of certain concessions which, it 
appears, had been promised by the pro- 
visional Government, and which it 
seemed to us it was scarcely necessary to 
insist upon in an arrangement of this 
kind. We hope that under this new 
arrangement the city of Teintsin may be 
restored to the Chinese 
three or four weeks. 


The noble Earl spoke of another 
matter concerning the city of Tientsin— 
I mean the dispute which arose there 
last year with regard to certain 
plots of land within the Russian con- 
cession in which British interests were 
involved. The noble Earl is quite correct. 
We have always held that this was a 
dispute which could be properly settled 
only by arbitration. The Russian 
Each 


Government has agreed to that. 
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side has appointed its own represen- 
tative ; they have accepted an arbitrator ; 
and the terms of reference, which seem 
to me eminently reasonable and with 
which I need not trouble the House, 
have been agreed upon. It was ex- 
pected that the first sitting of the 
tribunal would take place in the 
early days of the present month. 

The noble Earl asks a question with 
regard to the present position of Russia 
in reference to Manchuria. I[ have 
already touched to some extent upon 
that point. All that I need add is that 
the Convention which I have quoted has 
been published, and we have every hope 
that it may be given effect to in due 
time. So faras we can see, the provisions 
which it contains are not of an unreason- 
able kind or more extreme than might 
naturally be resorted to for the purpose 
of preventing a recrudescence of the 
terrible disorders which at one time 
prevailed in the province. 

Then the noble Earl called attention 
to the question of the Chinese indemnity. 
That is a matter which has given us 
not alittle anxiety. I may say that 
the first instalment of the indemnity 
has already been paid, and we have 
thought it right to earmark our 
share of it for the purpose of satis- 
fying the claims of those unfortunate 
persons who lost relatives during the 
late disorders, and also to settle the 
claims of the smaller claimants, who 
presumably stand in greater need of 
receiving the money ; and, in order to 
give priority to these claims, we agreed 
to postpone for the present the claims 


of the Government. The noble Earl 
called attention to the etfect pro- 


duced upon the Chinese liability by the 
recent heavy fall in exchange. The sum 
total of theindemnity was, as your Lord- 
ships recollect, expressed in taels, but it 
was clearly laid down in the Protocol of 
1901 that it was to be a gold debt. The 
idea of the Powers was that, if any one was 
to run a risk on account of the possibility 
of a fall in exchange, that risk should 
fall upon China, and not upon the Powers. 
Since that time the gold value of the 
tael has fallen from about 3s. to some- 
thing a little over half-a-crown, and | 
need scarcely point out what a serious 
addition that involves to the indebtedness 
of China. I do not think I should be 
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far wrong if I said that it means an 
addition of something like ninety millions 
of taels to the total amount of the 
obligations which China has incurred. 

My Lords, our feeling towards the 
Chinese, although we have been justly 
indignant at their conduct, has never 
been one of vindictiveness, and we have 
never sought to punish them for their 
misdoings by imposing on them a sacri- 
fice so heavy that the country would be 
unable to bear it. In these circumstances 
we have thought it proper to propose to 
the other Powers that we should agree 
to some mitigation of our demands on 
the Chinese Government. The form 
which we proposed that this mitigation 
should take was this—that we should 
agree to accept during the first eight 
years a sum in taels not greater than 
that which would have been due to us 
had the tael remained at the gold value 
at which it stood at the time of the Pro- 
tocol. I gather that our proposal did not, 
when it was first put before the other 
Powers, receive much encouragement. 
I believe, however, that we stand by no 
means alone in the desire to give the 
Chinese Government some relief of this 
kind. There may be a difference as to the 
most proper way of affording such relief, 
but the object which several of the Powers, 
and notably the United States, have 
in view is, | believe, the same. I hope 
your Lordships will not differ from me 
when I say that the case is one in which 
it seems to me we ought to strain every 
effort to act with the other Powers, and 
for this reason. In the first place the 
relief to China will obviously be very 
much greater if it is afforded not by one 
or two Powers but by the whole of the 
Powers concerned. Again, it would cer- 
tainly not be fair that we should bear the 
burden of this sacrifice and that no share 
should be taken by any one else. In this 
as in other cases I hold strongly that 
we should, not each of us play for 
our own hand, but that we should, by the 
frankest and most confidential exchange 
of ideas, endeavour to arrive at a common 
policy and a common mode of giving 
effect to it. 

The noble Earl referred to the position 
of affairs as affecting this country and 
other countries at Shanghai. He asked 
me whether we had encountered any 
ditticulties at that place with other 
Powers. I am not aware of any such 

The Marquess of Lansdowne, 
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difficulties. There are at present four 
Powers represented at Shanghai. We have 
a small force there, and the Germans, 
the French, and the Japanese have each 


one, but J have not heard of any friction 


of the kind to which the noble Earl 
refers. Thementionof Shanghai leads me, 
however, to refer—indeed, I could hardly 
avoid doing so—to a matter in which 
Shanghai figures largely. I mean the 
negotiations which are now proceeding 
there under the guidance of Sir James 
Mackay. Your Lordships will remember 
that under the 11th Article of the 
Protocol it is provided that China 
should make certain arrangements for the 
facilitation of commerce between _her- 
self and other Powers, and for some 
time past Sir James Mackay has been 
endeavouring to arrive at an understand- 
ing with the Chinese Government upon 
this most important subject. He has 
had a task of enormous difficulty ; he has 
had to deal with an immense number 
of very complex points; he has had to 
be constantly vigilant for fear that any 
concession which he might make might 
prejudicially affect the commercial 
interests of this country; and I am 
afraid that his difficulties have been 
aggravated not alittle by the dilatory 
methods which we know are not unusual 
in Chinese diplomacy. I am glad to say. 
however. that Sir James Mackay has 
been able to report a very considerable 
amount of progress. He has, more- 
over, lately taken what I must say 


appears to me a most judicious 
and commendable step; he _ has 
gone with the Chinese Commissioner 


Sheng to Han-kau, and he has been 
in direct personal consultation with the 
two Viceroys there. The result of the 
negotiations has already been hopeful. 
Sir James has reported in the last few 
days that he has been able to arrive at 
an agreement upon Clauses relating to 
the following subjects:—The protection 
of trade marks, the extension of the 
system of bonded warehouses, the im- 
provement of the Canton and Yang-tsze 
River approaches—a very important 
matter—the equalisation of the duties 
upon goods carried in junks and those 
carried upon steamers—the discrimina- 
tion between which had operated very 
adversely upon our trade—the speedier 
issue of drawback certificates, and 
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the recognition of the obligations of 
Chinese shareholders in British com- 
panies. What used to happen was that 
Chinese investors took shares in British 
companies, and then, when calls were 
made upon them, absolutely ignored the 
intimation they received, the state of the 
Chinese law being such that it was im- 
possible to obtain redress before the 
Chinese tribunals. This was a_ point 
which the commercial community felt 
most deeply. In addition to that, Sir 
James Mackay has arrived at a general 
agreement with regard to a Clause for 
the establishment of a national currency 
which would be the only legal tender for 
the payment of taxes and duties. Those 
of your Lordships who have any idea of 
the present condition of the Chinese 
coinage, which, I believe, consists in 
great part of uncoined masses of silver of 
ditferent size and different fineness, will be 
able to appreciate how greatly the interests 
of the country are likely to be advanced 
if its coinage is placed on a more satis- 
factory basis. Besides that there is a 
satisfactory Clause with regard to 
mining regulations onthe model of the 
Indian mining regulations. 

Of course, what overshadows all other 
points in regard to these commercial 
matters is the question of /ikin. We had 
always hoped that we should be able to 
remove the great part, at all events, of 
the abuses which surround the likin 
system, and your Lordships may recollect 
that during the Pekin negotiations we 
absolutely refused to agree to any en- 
hancement of the Customs tariff except 
upon the condition that these abuses 
should be, to some extent at all events, 
mitigated. We have had many schemes 
proposed to us, and we have found great 
difficulty in discovering anything that 
promised to be capable of satisfactory 
application. We have always been face 
to tace with these two difticulties—in the 
first place, if we agreed to an increase 
of the Customs duties as a consideration 
for the reform of the Jilin, are we per- 
fectly certain that we should not have to 
submit to the sacrifice and yet find that 
the old abuses in some insidious shape 
or another still survived? That is one 
point. The other is this—that the pro- 
vincial authorities in China, who play 
such a large part in their political 


system, depend upon the income derived 
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from these internal duties for the 
financial resources of their provinces ; 
and we have to be extremely careful that 
we do not bring about some arrangement 
under which the provincial governors 
would find themselves absolutely denuded 
of their source of income. 

Within the last few hours, I may 
say, I have received from Sir James 
Mackay a proposal which we have not 
yet had time to examine with the care it 
demands, but which at first sight seems to 
us to promise a basis for an arrangement 
which shall not be open to the objections 
I have indicated, and which may be the 
means of giving a very much extended 
scope and greater facilities to our com- 
merce in the Far East. I need not say 
that we shall make it our business before 
we accept a scheme of the kind to con- 
sult the best commercial authorities 
available. 

The noble Earl animadverted upon 
what he described as the failure of the 
Government to maintain a continuous 
policy in dealing with Chinese affairs. I 
do not know that we are open to 
that charge, and [ think I can describe 
in a few words what I believe has 
been our policy, and what seems to me 
should be our policy, in dealing with 
China. I think we ought to avoid any 
measures tending towards the partition 
of the Chinese Empire. I think we 
ought to avoid any steps tending to 
place her Government in the tutelage of 
any foreign Power. I think we should 
spare no pains to obtain the utmost 
freedom for our commerce and for the 
commerce of the world in the Chinese 
Empire. And I think we should en- 
deavour to do these things so far as 
possible in close concert with other 
Powers interested in the Far East. 

The noble Earl has called attention to 
a statement made by my noble friend, 
Lord Cranborne, in another place in 
regard to the Anglo-Japanese Alliance. 
Let me, before I go on, thank the noble 
Earl for the words of approval with 
regard to that alliance which fell from 
him. The expression to which the noble 
Earl referred was used by my noble 
friend in the course of a long debate, 
during which he replied to a great 
number of criticisms of very various 
kinds. Among those criticisms two 
have been conspicuous. It has been 


az 
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suggested that we were in a position 
of such dangerous isolation that we 
were obliged to sue for alliances, and 
that we went to Japan and asked 
for such an alliance. ‘The other sugges- 
tion was that the Anglo-Japanese Alliance 
was a very good thing in its way, but 
that we should have had it long ago, 
and that we might have had it for the 
asking. Now, Lord Cranborne’s speech 
was directed to those suggestions. He 
insisted very distinctly, in the first place, 
that we had not been suppliants for the 
Japanese or any other alliance, and in 
the next place, that when there is any 
question of an alliance between two 


Powers dealing on equal terms, it is not | 


open to one of the Powers to go to the 
other and ask at any moment for an 
alliance, but that there must be negotia- 
tions, and that the appropriate moment 
for concluding a contract of the kind is 
when both Powers have compared their 
views and ascertained what interests are 
common to them, and are both ready 
to embody those interests in a pact 
of a binding character. Those senti- 
ments may be discovered in the speech 
my noble friend delivered in the House 
of Commons and in the statements I 
have made to your Lordships here, 
and we do not recede from them, If 
there was any ambiguity in his words, 
that ambiguity was removed by an 
answer given on the following day by the 
present Prime Minister, who explained 
that nothing was further from our 
thoughts than to suggest that the Anglo- 
Japanese Agreement was not made on 
terms of absolute equality between the 
two Powers concerned. The noble Earl 
seems to be under the impression that 
my noble friend’s statement occasioned 
great perturbation in Japan. I am 
rather inclined to think it created 
more perturbation in this country than 
in Japan. 


Eart SPENCER: I was quoting from 
Ag ay dated July 9, telegraphed 
from Japan to a leading journal. 


* THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Since the noble Earl put this Question 
on the Paper I have made inquiries, 
and am quite satisfied that, if any 
uneasiness was occasioned by the very 
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condensed reports which. no doubt, 
were telegraphed from this country to 
Japan, that uneasiness has been com- 
pletely dispelled. 


It remains for me to say a few 
words in regard to the question as 
to the relations between this country 
and Italy in the Mediterranean. I could 
answer the noble Earl’s Question almost 
in a single sentence by saying that | 
believe those relations to be of the most 
,; cordial and friendly character. I have 
| heard it said that this ge if it 
‘has gained an alliance with - Japan, has, 
either by its own remissness, or owing 
to the machinations of other Powers, 
lost an alliance with Italy. My Lords, 


I am bound to state to your Lord- 
ships that there never was, as far 
as I am aware, an alliance between 


this country and Italy of the same 
character as the alliance which now 
exists between this country and Japan. 
It is quite true that in 1887 there was 
an exchange of views between the 
Governments of the two countries— 
an exchange of views which established 
the fact that those views on the ques- 
tion of Mediterranean policy were 
identical, or, at any rate, closely 
resembled one another. Both countries 
desired the maintenance of the stutus 
quo in the Mediterranean and the 
adjoining seas. Both of us desired 
that there should be no encroachment 
upon the independence of the territories 
on the Mediterranean seaboard, and both 
of us desired that our diplomacy should 
be directed to those objects, and that, 
should the occasion arise, we might be 
found co-operating for the purpose of 
maintaining those interests. But that 
expression of policy was certainly not 
embodied in any treaty or communicated 
to Parliament as the Anglo-Japanese 
Agreement was. Its value lay not in 
the engagements assumed, but in the 
fact that it contained a re-affirmation of 
our traditional friendship with Italy and 
a re-affirmation of the common policy of 
the two countries. My Lords, from that 
declaration of policy we, at any rate, 
have never receded. We are ready to- 
day to re-affirm the same principles—to 
re-affirm our friendship for Italy, our 
desire that the sfutus yuo in the Medi- 
terranean shall not be disturbed, and 
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our hope that, should it ever be dis- 
turbed, we may find ourselves acting 
in co-operation with Italy. 

But what seems to me more important 
than any diplomatic documents of the 
kind described is the actual condition of 
our relations with the Italian Govern- 
ment. I say that Iam not able to 
discern any single point at which our 
relations with Italy as matters now 
stand are likely to be affected. We 
had, it is true, a short time ago 
one or two, I will not say differ- 
ences, but one or two matters which 
required a certain diplomatic ad- 
justment. There was the use of the 
Italian language in Malta. That has 
been satistactorily disposed of. Then we 
had a question of boundaries where the 
British, Italian, and Abyssinian frontiers 
meet. That is a difticulty which, I 
think, was due more to our ignorance of 
the geographical features of the country 
concerned than to any other cause. It 
isa remote region, and consequently we 
found that there was a conflict of 
evidence as to the precise position of 
particular localities; but that ques- 
tion has also been satisfactorily dis- 
posed of. Finally—and perhaps this is 
the most serious matter of the three— 
there was the question of Tripoli. In 1899 
my predecessor came to an agreement 
with the French Government under 
which a line which was to run ina south- 
easterly direction below Tripoli was 
laid down as the division between the 
French and British spheres of influence. 
i dwell upon the fact that the line then 
laid down was not a line of partition. 
It did not imply that we on one side 
and the French on the other claimed as 
our own the territory to the east and west 
of the line. What it didimply, and what 
we accepted, was that this line was one 
which in no circumstances either we 
or France should pass over, either east- 
ward or westward as the case might be. 


Undoubtedly, the effect of this agreement : 


was to create some misgivings in the 


minds of the Italian Government. 
They thought that they detected in it 
an intention on our part to disturb the 
status vio on the littoral of the Mediter 


ranean. We have had explanations with 
them on this point, and they have also 
hid explanations with the French Govern- 
ment, 
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Governments have been able to give 
them assurances which have been 
entirely satisfactory to them, assurances 
to the effect that the acceptance of the 
line in question did not indicate any 
aggressive tendencies in the direction of 
the shores of the Mediterranean. 

I may say that in giving such an 
assurance on the part of His Majesty's 
Government we were careful to add that 
what we most desired was that there 
should be no departure from our well- 
known conventional obligations, among 
which stands in the first rank the desire 
that the existing condition of things 
in the Mediterranean should not be 
disturbed. That assurance was readily 
accepted by the Italian Government. If 
I wanted further evidence to show that 
our relations at this moment are certainly 
of a iriendly character, I would refer to 
the fact that we are now receiving sup- 
port from the Italian Government in the 
somewhat difficult operations which are 
proceeding at this moment on the Somali 
land coast. An Italian officer accompanies 
the British force, and Italian ships of 


war are endeavouring to put a stop 
to the nefarious traffic in arms 


which prevails so much in these waters 
and which so greatly adds to our diffi- 
culties. [ wish, in conclusion, to express 
my concurrence with what was said by 
the noble Earl with regard to the recent 
understanding which has been arrived 
at between Italy and France. I feel with 
him that that is not a matter which 
need occasion us any misgiving. It has 
been represented sometimes as an aggra 
vation of our misfortunes that we have 
driven Italy into the arms of France. 
[ refuse altogether to admit the correct- 
ness of that description. On the con- 
trary, I say that we regard it as perfectly 
natural that Italy should desire to stand 
well with her powerful neighbour. We 
regard it as natural, considering her 
geographical position and her commercial 
requirements, that she should wish to be 
on terms of friendship with her French 
neighbour; and as for us, desiring, as we 
do, that she should prosper and that her 
international position should be as secure 
as possible, we should be the last to 
complain if by means of such an arrange 
ment as she has arrived at she has im- 
proved and strengthened that inter 
national position. [ shall sum up with 
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regard to Italy by saying that there is 
no Power with which we desire to be on 
more cordial and friendly terms ; and, so 
far as | am aware, there is no Power with 
which we are on more cordial and 
friendly terms than we are with Italy at 
the present moment. 

House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Six o’clock to Monday 
next, a quarter past Four 
o'clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 18th July, 1902. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 





CHARING CROSS, EUSTON AND HAMP- 
STEAD (Nos. 1-3) BILL [Lorps]. 


Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) in moving 


the Instruction standing in his name, 
said it was contended by the pro- 
moters of the Bill that the tunnel 


would run at such an extreme depth 
under the Heath that no harm would be 
done. But that he denied. It seemed 
to him that public property had just as 
much right to be protected as private 
property. Further than that, he thought 
another route would prove much more 
advantageous. If the railway were run 
round Childs Hill a much more important 
area would be served. It had been 
alleged that such a route would involve 
too many curves, but according to his 
plan it only meant running round the 
other side of the circle. Besides there 
would necessarily have to be boring 
operations on the Heath during the con- 
struction of the line, and on its comple- 
tion ventilating shafts would have to be 
erected on the Heath. It was urged that 
no such shafts could be made without the 
consent of the Londen County Council, 
hut experience had shown that where, in 
the interests of public health they were 
proved to be necessary, sanction was 
never withheld and when once these 
operations were commenced there was 
great danger that the ponds on the 
Heath—the Leg of Mutton and the 
Golden Hill—would be completely 
drained. It was proposed to carrv the 
railway under the Heath = simply 
because it was the shorter and cheaper 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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route, and against that he protested 
as an advocate of the preservation 
of open spaces. He contended that the 
House would do well to inquire very 
closely into the whole history of this 
subject. In the preliminary investiga- 
tion some of these facts were never gone 
thoroughly into before Lord Ribblesdale’s 
Committee, and he hoped therefore an 
opportunity would be afforded of calling 
evidence to prove that the line ought 
never to be made under the Heath. He 
had no objection to its going up to the 
edge of the Heath; it was right and 
proper that the public should have easy 
access to it, but he did object to the 
Heath itself being interfered with. The 
only interest he had in this matter was 
his desire for the preservation of open 
spaces, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill to inquire and report 
whether the railway proposed to be 
authorised by the Bill, if constructed on 
the lines mentioned, will not so seriously 
injure Hampstead Heath, under which it 
is to pass, by tapping the wells, draining 
the soil, destroying the verdure, and 
interfering with this public place of resort, 
as to make it inexpedient to pass the Bill; 
and that the Committee have power to 
call witnesses and receive evidence on 
the subject.”—(MUr. Lull.) 


Sirs THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Pancras, E.) said he did not rise to oppose 
the Motion, but he would like to point out 
that the whole of the facts alluded to by 
the hon. Member were betore Lord 
Ribblesdale’s Committee ; still he thought 
it was just as well that the Committee 
should be placed in full possession of the 
tacts with regard to the present scheme. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
expressed some doubt as to whether the 
Instruction was in order, the House 
having passed the Second Reading of the 
Bill the other night without a division. 
Of course, the Committee would natu- 
rally go into the merits of the scheme, 
and how, then, was the Instruction in 
order } 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that 
this is a mandatory Instruction to inquire 
into a matter which no party before the 





Hi 
Int 
ou 





664 
sted 
tion 
the 
ery 
this 
iga- 
one 
ale’s 
an 
ling 
ight 
He 
the 
and 
asy 
the 
The 
was 
pen 


. a, 
om- 
port 

be 
/ on 
isly 
h it 
ing 
and 
Ort, 
dill ; 
* to 
on 


(St. 
pose 
out 
» by 
ord 
ght 
ttee 
the 
ne. 


ing) 
the 
use 
the 
ion. 
atu- 
me, 
. in 


that 
uire 
the 





665 Unopposed Private 


Committee will be in a position to bring 
forward. In the absence of any petition, 
and if the House desires the matter to 
be inquired into, it is necessary to have 
an Instruction. I think, however, that 
the words “so as to make it inexpedient 
to pass the Bill” might be left out with- 
out affecting the real object of the 
Instruction at all. It would be a bad 
precedent to insert such words. 


Mr. LOUGH: (Islington, W.) said the 
Motion appeared to him quite reasonable 
and in order. 


Motion accordingly amended, and again 
proposed. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) quite approved a scheme which 
would enable a railway to be constructed 
from the central parts of London, so that 
nillions of people might have an oppor- 
tunity of enjoying the bracing atmosphere 
of Hampstead Heath, and regretted that 
such projects should be persistently 
opposed by a mere handful of people. 
He presumed that the hon. Member for 
Hammersmith represented some vested 
interest which was always on the look- 
out to deprive the masses of the people 
the opportunity of breathing fresh air. 


Mr. BULL: As I have said, I do not 


represent any interest. 


Mr. CREMER said, however that 
might be, the hon. Member had trotted 
out all the old bogeys about ponds being 
dried up which had been used in the 
past. Still he had no objection to these 
matters being threshed out before the 
Committee upstairs, for the more evi- 
dence they were ableto procure in favour 
of constructing the line, and the more 
opportunities they were afforded of dis- 
proving the fears of property owners, 
the better pleased he would be ; after all, 
the opposing owners were very few in 
number ; the great body of them were 
not so selfish as to wish to defeat the 
scheme. 

(Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Bill to inquire 
and report whether the railway proposed 
to be authorised by the Bill, if constructed 
on the lines »entioned, will not seriously 
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injure Hampstead Heath, under which 
it is to pass, by tapping the wells, drain- 
ing the soil, destroying the verdure, and 
interfering with this public place of 
resort; and that the Committee have 
power to call witnesses and _ receive 
evidence on the subject.—(Mr. full.) 


GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAYS) BILL, 

MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 

MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 


SILL, 


CORPORATION 
CITY, ETC.) BILL. 


Amendment 


NORWICH (ELECTRI- 


Lords 
agreed to. 


considered and 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


ABERDEEN ACCOUNTANTS ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [LorpDs}, 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS ETC.) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the third time and passed, with- 

out Amendment. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [Lorps], 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lorps}, 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lorps}, 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


GAS 


EDUCATIONAL BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [(Lorps], 

GAS AND WATER ORDERS 

MATION BILL (No. 2) 


tead the second time, and committed. 


CONFIR- 


LoRDs}. 


WIGAN CORPORATION BILL 
Reported, with Amendments : Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LORDs}. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from 
the Committee on Group N. of Private 
Bills ; That for the convenience ot parties, 
they had adjourned till Tuesday next, 
the 22nd July. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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(Juestions. 
FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDs. 
That they have agreed to: Brynmawr 
and Western Valleys Railway (Vesting) 
Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Various Powers) Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to West Hampshire 
Water Bill {Lords} without Amendment. 
PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions against; From Warrington ; 
Stretford: Brechin: Rawdon ; 
Higher Openshaw ; 
Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions tor alteration ; From Bisley ; 
Chillenden : Crowthorne ; Budock ; 
Hanbury (two); Uftington; Clapham ; 
Bolam: Branstone; Darwen: Clevedon; 
Albourne : Stoke Newington; and, Hen- 
field; to lie upon the Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Two Petitions from Henfield, in 

favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition trom Maryhill, in favour; to 

lie upon the Table. 
VACCINATION BILL. 

Petition from Padiham, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 

CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 


Copy presented, of Statute made by | 


the Master and Fellows of University 
Col'ege, Oxtord, on 20th March, 1902, 
amending Statute III. (12) (Fellowships 
held by l’rotessors) of the Statutes of the 
College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION, 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Commissioners for the period from Ist 
April, 1901 to 31st March, 1902 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


‘COMMONS} 


and | 
to lie upon the| 
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CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Criminal and 
Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 
1901. Part IL. Civil Statistics [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. =~ 

APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL 
CHARTERS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 8th July ; Mr. D. A. Thomas]; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SEA FISHERIES (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Copy presented, of Sixteenth Annual 
teport of the Inspectors, for 1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


VWUESTIONS AND ANSIV ERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scotland—Locomotives on Roads. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): 
To ask the Lord Advocate whether 
his attention has been called to 


the frequent difficulties which Scottish 
traction engine owners meet from 
road authorities and the police, as 
to damages to roads and _ precautions 
for public safety ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of some alter 
ation of the law in the direction 
recently adopted in the English Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) 
The Secretary for Scotland has from 
time to time received memorials both 


| from locomotive owners and from road 
| authorities 


suggesting legislation to 
amend the Locomotives on Roads Acts, 
and such legislation will receive con- 
sideration on the first favourable oppor- 


| tunity. 


Naval Gunnery Prizes. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
there are any prizes for the Navy for 
gunnery and for small arms other than 
those given by the Admiralty; and 
whether, seeing that the amount given for 
prize shooting in 1900-1 was £3,531— 
which is less than the amount given in 
1894-5 by £1,446—while £13,000 is 
given annually by the War Office for prize 
shooting for the Army and Militia, it is 


| the intention of the Admiralty to increase 
‘the amount; and whether they will 
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consider the advisability of giving other | he is aware that a _ resolution was 
encouragement for good gunnery, such | adopted by the Irish Dairy Association 
as badges and extra leave. at Limerick calling attention to the 

(Answered by Mr. Arnold - Forster.) | a oa sone —_ by 3 re 
Except for the fact that rifle meet-/ treatment in transit, and stating that 
ings with prizes are held on some | while similar produce arrives in the 
stations there are no prizes for the Navy | markets of Great Britain in good condition 
for guMnery or firing with small arms | from Russia and Australasia, Irish produce 
other than those given by the Admi-| jis neglected ; and whether, under these 
ralty. With regard to the latter part | circumstances, he will direct the Depart- 
of the hon. Member’s Question, I should ment of Agriculture to make inquiries 
like to point out that good gunnery is| into the matter in order to remedy this 
already encouraged in other ways than | grievance. 


by money Yall All mega 6 one | (Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Inquiry 
per oe waite a wee ‘has already been made in regard to the 
2d. a day in the case of a seaman qual’ | methods of dealing with Irish butter in 
fied in gunnery, to 1s. a day in the case course of transit, and the Department is 
of the captain of a turret. Captains of | caticfed that during the past year a 
guns, turret guns, or turrets already | considerable improvement has been 
have special badges, and a badge for the | effected in the treatment of consignments 
comparatively new rating of second of this substance by the several carrying 
captain of gun is now being designed. | companies. 

It is being carefully considered whether | . , 

in any further way the supreme import- | South Africa—Claims of Reserve Officers. 
ance of proficiency in gunnery can be| CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
marked, but the Board do not consider | ing): To ask the Secretary of State 
that the question is only one of money, | for War if he will state when the 
or that competitions for money prizes claims of the reserve officers, as put 
are necessarily the best way of increasing forward in answer to a Circular-letter 
the general efficiency of the Fleet in| from the War Office on 3rd April, 
gunnery. | will receive an answer ; and when those 
officers who desire it will be relieved 


South Eastern and Chatham Railway— | from employment. 


Route to Continent—Excess Luggage. | ‘ ; 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, | (Answered by Mr. Secretary |Bredrick.) 
N.): To ask the President of the The recommendations in response to the 
Board of Trade, in view of the. Circularletter have been received, and 
statutory liability upon the South Eastern will shortly be dealt with. The reserve 
and Chatham Railway Company, to convey | officers will be gradually released as their 
free of charge 120lbs. of luggage for each | services can be spared, but it 1s im- 
first class passenger and 100lbs. for each | probable that, as they are doing the 
second class passenger between all stations | work of regular officers, they can be 
on its system, will he state whether, in| relieved at once pending the return of 
the case of through traffic over this rail- | the regular troops from South Africa. 


way to the Continent, the Board of Trade — 
| SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


has power to insist that each excess | 
luggage ticket shall distinguish the| Mr. HALsgy reported from the Com- 





amount levied for transit between stations | 
on the Company’s system and the amount 
levied for the sea passage and the 
continental journey. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
answer is in the negative. 


Irish Butter—Treatment in Transit. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 





VOL. CXI. 


mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (includ- 
ing Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures :—Sir John Leng and 
Sir Walter Thorburn (added in respect 
of the Lands Valuation (Scotland) 
Amendment (No. 2) Bill; and had 
appointed in substitution: Mr. Edmund 
Robertson and Mr. James Reid. 


Report to lie upon the Table, 
2C 
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LONDON WATER (RE-COMMITTED) | management and control of the London 

aah. Water Supply. He feared that if the 
Clause passed as it stood, an obligation 
would rest upon the Water Board to 
carry on the water undertakings in 
more or less the same form as atZpresent. 
Necessarily the Water Board should 
have some function, but the exact 
nature of the function was subject to a 
W.) had | 800d deal of discussion. It had been 
: decided to form the Water Board and to 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. LowtHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, 


on the Paper an Amendment, to | : : 
leave out ag line 9, the words, “man- | purchase the undertakings of the various 
> ’ 


. 4 ” companies, and the question now was as 
ong sad cateyag m0. | to com the work of bringing water to 
*(12.10.) Tue CHAIRMAN ruled | the London area and distributing it was 
the Amendment out of order. on the t® be carried on. The chief object in 

: forming a Water Board was to buy out 


ground that it was contrary to the) : : 
principle of the Bill, as it had been the interests of the water companies, but 








passed by the House, which had decided not necessarily to carry on the system of 
in favour of establishing a Water Board 
to ‘manage supply.” To cut out the 
word “manage” would be to destroy 
the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH said he would like 
to point out that they had not so 
far had an opportunity of obtaining 
from the Government a_ definition 


| distribution pursued by the companies. 
| The distribution of water by the Board 
in the way the companies had carried 
|it on was not the usual method 
| sanctioned by Parliament. Throughout 
ithe kingdom there were 931 water 
authorities established for the distribu- 
| tion of water, and of these all but 


‘thirteen were municipal authorities, 





of what was meant by the word and of the thirteen not one was in the 
“ manage,” and this was the only chance | least like this proposed authority. There 
they would have of getting such an| Was no precedent for such a body as 
explanation. It was a very vague term, Was constituted under the Bill taking 
and very hard to interpret, and surely | UP the precise work of the companies. 
it would be advisable to allow the dis- It would be better to omit these words, 
cussion at this point; for,®after all, it | and by subsequent Amendment confine 
was the most important word in the, the efforts of the Board to bringing in 
whole Bill. | the water and distributing #t to the 
| municipal authorities within the water 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: No; if the hon. area of the new authority, leaving 
Member were successful in carrying this|to each municipal authority the 


Amendment, it would destroy the | details of distribution. The second 
principle of the Bill to which the House | Objection he had to raise was, 
assented on the Second Reading. But| that if the Clause were curried 


I think the hon. Member will be able to | 48 it stood, the different local author- 
raise the point he wishes in connection | ities within the area would stand on a 
with the following words dealing with different footing—there would not be 
the “carrying on” of the undertakings @ny equality in their functions. He 
of the water companies. \thought few people realised what was 
_ comprised in “ Water London.” There was 

Mr. LOUGH thereupon moved | 4 population of 6,000,000 to be supplied. 
to amend the first sub-section by| The proposed area embraced three 
leaving out the words “and carry-| great towns with populations exceeding 
ing on.” He said he should have | 100,000; three other towns with popula- 
thought that the very object of the tions exceeding 90,000, and twenty 
Bill was to get rid of the undertakings towns with populations ranging from 
of the companies when the proprietors | 30,000 to 70,000. Some of these towns 
had been paid for them, and to substi-| were dealt with in one way, and some 
tute for them a unified system of | in another. While the great majority 
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were put under the Board, and while 
the powers of the various water com- 

nies were conferred upon the Water 
Board, several of the towns were given 
the right to distribute the water, and 
todo the immediate local work. That 
was the case with regard to Croydon, 
Richmond, Enfield, Guildford, Hendon, 
and Dorking. In each of those towns 
the Water Board would supply the 
water in bulk, and the local authorities 
would distribute it. Would it not be 
wise, in view of those facts, to there 
consider the desirability of placing the 
whole area on an equality? The ques- 
tion would be asked whether, if this 
Amendment were adopted, and the 
functions of the old companies were 
not transferred to the Water Board, 


but that it was obliged to supply water | 


in the way he had suggested, such a 
scheme would be practicable. His reply 
was in the affirmative, for the plan 
had already been adopted, as he had 
stated, in various towns within the 
proposed area. In the case of London 


there were only eight or ten intakes | 


of water, and it would be perfectly 
simple and easy to stop the control 
of the Water Board at the intakes and 
to allow the distribution to be made 
by the local authorities. When they 
were discussing some of those points 
on a previous occasion, the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill sug- 
gested that, on the whole, public opinion 
in London was in favour of the creation 
of such a Board as that to do the detailed 
work, instead of leaving it to the local 
authorities. He had since looked into 
that matter. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man meant to point to the Parlia- 
mentary representation of the Metro- 
polis as indicating a view in favour of 
the local authorities being set aside, 
and the distribution of water placed 
in the hands of the Water Board, he 
thought the inference was very different 
indeed. The votes cast for the Liberals 
at the last General Election numbered 
159,000, although they only succeeded 
in carrying eight seats, whereas the 
Unionist aggregate of 256,000 votes 
secured fifty-four representatives in the 
House of Commons. If representation 
had been proportionate to the voting 
power the Liberals should have had 
twenty-four seats instead of eight. 
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| CapTAIN JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): 
| Does the hon. Member include the 
| unopposed Returns ? 

| Mr. LOUGH said he did. He had 
| no wish to waste the time of the House, 
but the hon. Gentleman might take it 
from him that, if the representation of 
the House were in accordance with the 
votes cast at the last election, there 
would be thirty - eight Metropolitan 
'Members on the Ministerial Benches, 
|and twenty-four on the Opposition 
Benches. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going a long way from 
the Amendment under discussion. 


Mr. LOUGH said he was afraid he 
had done so, but he was led to digress 
by the question put to him. What he 
wished to insist upon was that the 
expression of opinion in London was 
very much stronger with regard to 
this matter than the state of its Parlia- 
mentary representation indicated. The 
real body which represented the views 
of London on such a question as this 
was the London County Council, and 
the great majority of the members of 
that authority were in favour of the 
work of distributing the water and 
carrying on the business of the Water 
Companies being undertaken by the 
municipal authorities. A very large 
question was there raised. He did not 
thinkthat the precise meaning of the words 
contained in that and the succeeding line 
of the Bill had been sufficiently considered, 
and he did ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it was absolutely necessary to 
impose on the Water Board the duty of 
carrying on the work in the same way 
as the eight companies had carried it on. 
He thought it was contrary to the 
spirit of the Government proposal. 
What was wanted was the amalgamation 
and not the maintenance of eight 
separate authorities to distribute the 
water. In his opinion it would be much 
better to strike out the words “carry 
on,” and to substitute other words 
which would make it quite clear that 
the object of the Bill was to unify and 
amalgamate the London water system, 
and to secure a better method than now 
| obtained. 


2C2 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words 
‘and carrying on.’”—(Mr. Lough.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
‘and carrying on’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL | 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
Lone, Bristol, S.): 
remark which I heard fall from the 
hon. Gentleman with unfeigned pleasure, 
and I hope he will carry it into full 
practice as we proceed with debates on 
this Bill. He has told us that this first 
Clause contains practically the whole of 
the Bill, and I therefore trust that when 
we have got through that Clause there 
will be little delay in completing the 
Committee stage. Apart from that 
remark of the hon. Gentleman, I confess 


I find myself unable to understand his | 


intentions. His Amendment, no doubt, 
isa very simple one, but if it were adopted 
it would have the effect of reducing 
the Bill to mere nonsense. The duty of 
the new Board is to purchase and acquire 
the undertakings of the Water Companies 
and to carry them on, but what founda- 
tion the hon. Gentleman has for his 
statement that they are to be carried on 
in precisely the same way as they are 
managed by the Water Companies [ do 
not know. I can see nothing in the Bill 
to justify that conclusion. The hon. 
Gentleman has covered the whole ground 
of opposition to this Bill. He has dealt 
with the opinion of London, he has dealt 
with the new bodies, and he has dealt 
with the London County Council. But, 
with the utmost respect, I must decline, 
on an Amendment to leave out words of 
this kind, to travel over again the whole 
ground in connection with the general 
policy of this Bill, a ground which was 
covered on the Second Reading, and 


which will be raised again when we. 


approach the consideration of the actual 
constitution of the governing body. The 
omission of these words would leave this 


. . - | 
Clause in an altogether incomplete condi- | 


tion. The hon. Gentleman is apparently 
afraid that the new Board will not only 
be compelled to carry on the water 
undertakings precisely as now, but that 
they will not have sufficient power to 
carry out those reforms which we all 
desire to see adopted with regard to the 
administration of London water supply. 


{COMMONS} 


There was one) 
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|I do not think there is any foundation 
‘for his fears in the Bill before the 
| Committee. The Board will have all the 
powers, duties, and obligations now 
possessed by the Water Companies, and 
it will be able to treat the whole area as. 
'one. It will, therefore, be able to effect 
such reforms as may be desirable. [| 
/submit that Parliament is doing all that 
is reasonable and just in transferring the 
undertakings to the new Board. With 
the powers to be conferred on it, the 
Board will carry out such reforms as 
experience suggests, and, if further powers 
should be required, Parliament will be 
asked to grant them. I earnestly hope 
the Committee will reject the Amendment, 
mainly because if adopted it would deprive 
the new Board of power, which obviously 
it should possess, viz., the carrying on 
the work of the Water Companies. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said the right hon. 
Gentleman evidently misunderstood the 
remarks of his hon. friend as to the im- 
portance of the first Clause. No doubt it 
was the most important Clause but it did 
not follow that the subsequent Clauses did 
not involve a very large number of im- 
portant points. The point dealt with by 
the right hon. Gentleman was not the 
main point raised by the Amendment, but 
a comparatively small point which could 
be dealt with on Clause 3. The Amend- 
ment also raised the more important 
point of the suitability of the proposed 
new Board to manage and carry on the 
water supply of London. In every other 
case in the kingdom the municipal body 
had been taken as a body capable of 
dealing with the water supply. The Bill 
departed from this principle of recognising 
the municipality, andinstituted a body per- 
fectly unknown to our present municipal 
life. His hon. friend was justified in rais- 
ing this question, because they wanted to 
know the reasons which actuated him in 
this departure and in instituting a 
| grotesque, fantastic, and unworkable body, 
| founded on no principle, and apparently 
intended to prevent a municipal body 
from carrying on the work. Even if the 
| new body were a suitable body to purchase 
| they would not be a fit body to manage 
|and carry on, most of their interests 
| being antagonistic. It would not be able 
/to carry on the work anything like as 
efficiently as it was now performed. Look 
at the position in which this fantastic 
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body would be placed in regard to 
management. The day on which the 
undertakings were to be taken over had 
been extended to two and a half years 
hence. What was the present proposal 
of the Government? It was that on an 
appointed day the Water Board should 
be compelled to take into its service all 
the officers of the existing water com- 
panies. What didthat mean? It meant 
that for two and a half years, covering by 
far the most important period of its 
existence, the Water Board would either 
have to duplicate the staff of the water 
companies or it would have no officers of 
its own. He thought his hon. friend was 
perfectly justified in taking that first 
opportunity of drawing attention to the 
powers to be conferred on this Board, 
especially as the Committee was now in 
a position to consider the Bill on its 
merits in the light of the evidence which 
had been published. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said this 
was a most unbusinesslike discussion of 
an unbusinesslike Amendment. They 
were being asked to constitute a Water 
Board and not to allow it to carry out the 
objects for which it was to be brought 
into existence. The proper time to discuss 
the question whether the new Board was 
or was not fantastic was when the Clause 
respecting the constitution of the Board 
was reached. It was reducing the Clause 
to nonsense to propose that a Board 
should not manage and carry on a 
business which they were created in order 
to acquire and carry on. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said the hon. Member who spoke of the 
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rounded off his statement by adding the 
words “touching an unbusinesslike Bill.” 
The right hon. Gentleman had declared 
that the Amendment would reduce the 
Bill to mere nonsense. But that would 
be a gratuitous effort on their part, for 
the fact was it had been reduced to 
nonsense already by the insistence of the 
Government on the form of the Water 
Board. Surely before they agreed to 
conferring on the Board the duty of 
purchasing, managing, and carrying on 
the undertakings of the various water 
companies, they had a right to know 
something about the complexion and 
size of the Board. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would give an assurance that 
the Committee would have a free hand 
in considering the constitution of the 
Board, the passing of the Bill would be 
facilitated. All they wanted to do was 
to create a workable authority. They 
were successful upstairs until the Govern- 
ment and the Cabinet hustled the Com- 
mittee. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! That 
has nothing to do with this Amendment. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that so long 
as the Government adhered to the Board 
as constituted by the Bill he would have 
to oppose the measure tooth and _ nail. 
All he wanted was that the Committee 
should have a perfectly free hand to 
constitute the Board. 


(12.58.) Question put. 





unbusinesslike 
businesslike 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Arnold- Forster, ooh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred ’ 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjainin 
Beach,Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henr 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. ° 


discussion of an un- 
Amendment should have 








Noes, 70. 
AYES. 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Cohen,-Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crost, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 99; 
(Division List No. 303.) 


Flower, Ernest 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph. 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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« Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James(Kent 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M’Crae, George 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntington) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pease, HerbertPike (Darlingtn 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesl’y 
Percy, Earl 
Plummer, Walter R. 


Allan, Sir William (Gateshead) 
Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,RtHn. Herbert John 
Grant, Corrie 








{COMMONS} 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Percy M. 


NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJ ozephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty ? 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W- 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Trevelyan, Charles or 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FoR THE. NOEs— 
Mr. Lough and Dr. Mae- 
namara. 





The next Amendment on the Paper, 
standing in the name of Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.), was— 

“To insert after ‘on’ in line 9 of Clause 1, 
the words ‘until the transference is com- 
pleted.’” 


*THE CHAIRMAN said he did not 
see any meaning in the Amendment. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said that Clauses 2 and 3 of the Bill 
referred to the transfer of the undertak- 
ings of the water companies tothe Water 
Board. If there was a transfer, the 
Water Board might be in a position 
to carry on separately the duties of 
the eight water companies for a period 
of nearly two and a half years. There- 
fore, it was a matter of great importance 
that words should be added to make it 





perfectly clear that the Board was only 
to carry on these separate undertakings 
until the period when the whole would 
be amalgamated and carried on as one 
concern. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: It seems to me 
that the Committee has. already decided 
that the Water Board which is to be 
established is to aequire by purchase 
and carry on all these undertakings. 
The hon. Member’s Amendment says 
that the Board shall only do that 
“untill the transference is completed.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON saidthere was 
some difference bet ween the words “ man- 
aging” and “ carrying on.” What some 
hon. Members on this side thought was 
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that “management ” meant general con- 
trol of the undertakings; while “carrying 


” 


on” referred to the carrying on of the 


separate undertakings of the com- 
panies. 
Mr. LOUGH said the particular 


words of the Amendment referred to 
what was to be done with the separate 
undertakings. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked the 
President of the Local Government Board 
to give definitions of what was meant by 
“management” and “carryingon.” There 
must be some reason for having these 
words in the Clause. 


Captain NORTON: May I be per- 
mitted to move the Amendment formally, 
in order to obtain an explanation from 
the right hon. Gentleman ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I confess I cannot 
understand the Amendment in the least. 
I do not know whether the hon. Member 
can throw any fresh light upon it, but so 
far as I do understand it, it appears to be 
nonsense, and if it is nonsense it would 
be out of order. 


Mr. LOUGH said he would move the 
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Amendment of which he had given notice, 
to insert after “on” the words “ until the 
purchase is completed.” After the speech 
which the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board made half-an-hour ago, he | 
thought it was necessary to insert some | 
words like these, though he did not say | 
these exact words. The right hon. | 
Gentleman said that there could be no | 
intention to throw the obligation on the | 
Water Board to carry on indefinitely the | 
eight separate undertakings as they stood 
at present. The whole Bill read as if that 
was the intention of the Government. 
The Board was to carry on each particular 
work. He found the word “each” in 
Clause 3, where it was stated that the 
Water Board should hold the under- 
taking of “each” Metropolitan Water 
Company, and be subject to all the 
duties and obligations of the company. 
The right hon. Gentleman admitted that 
they ought not to keep open six or 
seven different offices. 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after the word ‘on’ to 
insert the words ‘until the purchase is com- 
pleted.’” —(Mr. Lough.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was 
sure the hon. Gentleman did not want 
to absolutely waste the time of the Com- 
mittee. There was nothing in this 
Clause or in Clause 3 which was capable 
of the construction which the hon. 
Gentleman placed upon it. There was 
nothing about separate accounts or 
separate offices. The duty was imposed 
on the Water Board to do the work of 
the companies and to carry on their 
undertakings. It was quite obvious 
that it would be impossible for all the 
transfers to take place at the same time 
oron the same day ; but as soon asall the 
undertakings were in possession of the 
Board, there was nothing in this Clause 
or in Clause 3 to prevent the Board 
carrying them on as a general concern, 
subject to the powers given under 
various Acts of Parliament. 


Mr. LOUGH said he thought that 
that settled the matter. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said he did not 
think the Amendment ought really to 
be pressed. It would limit the action of 
the Board until such time as the pur- 


'chase was completed. That would be to 


make nonsense, and certainly it would 
destroy the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH said he quite saw that, 
and begged leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LOUGH moved— 

‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 9, after the second 
word ‘ the’ to insert the word ‘ water’.” 
This was, he said, only a drafting 
Amendment, but he thought it was 
necessary, in order to include the 
Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the Amend- 
ment was quite unnecessary, as the Staines 
Joint Committee was included in the 
first schedule. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
the Staines Joint Committee would have 
to go to arbitration in regard to their 
reservoirs, and he thought it was a 
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dangerous thing that it should be treated 
as a separate question of arbitration. 


The arbitrators might be inclined to | 


think that the House had _ instructed 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


| authorities might be pulled up by the 
| Water Board, and the local authorities 

would be interfered with in hundreds 
| of ways. 
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them to deal with the Staines reservoirs 


as a going concern. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
was a question that was dealt with by 
Clause 10. 


Amendment negatived. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG said he could 
/not possibly accept the Amendment, 
because it would be contrary to the 
'scope of the whole measure. The hon. 
Gentleman had said that his proposal 
‘had been discussed by the Committee 
but it also had formed the 





upstairs ; 
subject of very careful examination by 


oe ao said the next Amend- the Royal Commission, which condemned 
— oe i ee See \it, in paragraph 136 of their Report, as 
“In Clause 1, page I, line 12, after ‘water, | being not only inconvenient, but expen- 


to insert ‘in bulk to the local authorities. | sive. If the plan of supplying water in 


This question, he said, had been a good | bulk were adopted, it would mean, in 
deal discussed upstairs, and the Cha rmanof | the western areas, the entire re-construc- 
the Surrey County Council gave evidence | tion of the existing mains, would involve 
with regard to it. That County Coun- | an enormous expenditure, and obviously 
cil had executed an agreement with the | would deprive the new authorities of any 
London County Council that if the latter | opportunity of raising sufficient revenue 
obtained their Bill they would secure to do the very work which the hon. 
severance. The Chairman of the Kent | Gentleman said they ought to do, viz., 


. gg Ras hogs gy nal a = | 
County Council also gave evidence in ‘to reduce the cost of water to the rate- 
regard to the question, and stated that payers 


the local authorities throughout Kent aaron Ea : 
wished for a supply of water in bulk. | Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
| thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
Mn. WALTER LONG: said the Com-| misunderstood the Amendment, for he 
mittee had already decided that the duty | had argued as if it meant Sorereres, and 
of the new Board was not to supply | 20t the supply of water in bulk. Sever- 
water in bulk, but to distribute it within | ence no doubt would involve the con- 
the area described in the second schedule. | struction of new mains. The County 
| Councils in the outside areas would have 
*Tue CHAIRMAN said he thought | Preferred severence, and they gave 
the Amendment would be a limitation of , evidence to that effect ; but the majority 
what had already been passed. _of them would rather have water supplied 
|in bulk than come under the proposal of 
Mr. LOUGH said he was quite sure the right hon. Gentleman. They felt 
that the supply of water in bulk to that this new body would be of such a 
the local authorities would be a much Character, and London would have such 
better system to adopt than that | @ monopoly of influence, that they would 
proposed by the Bill. He would point | be practically impotent to control their 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that | Water supply. The system of supplying 
the Bill only authorised the Water | water in bulk had worked successtully 
Board to carry on the duties of the in other parts of the country. He 
Water Companies, but that did not | thought that under the plan in the Bill 
shut out the case of supplying water |a@ great deal of the work of the Water 
in bulk, because some of the Companies | Board would be hampered by conflicting 
already supplied water in bulk. The | interests. He did not think it was quite 
duty which the Water Board ought | fair that this matter should be treated, 
to perform should be to secure the | and that they should be asked to settle it, 
water, filter it, and then supply in bulk | as if it were a totally different matter. 
the water to all the local authorities, He hoped his hon. friend would go to a 
leaving the latter to settle their local | division, as it was a matter of material 
difficulties within their own areas.| importance. The large amount of evi- 
Otherwise, the streets of these local | dence brought before the Committee 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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jally justified the proposal made, and 
what the Committee felt was that if 
it was accepted, this Amendment would 
enable these authorities, if they so desired, 
to have their water supplied in bulk. 
Jt would in no way destroy the Water 


{18 JuLy 1902} 





Board that was created by this Bill, 
but would, on the contrary, make it more | 
compact, and get rid of those difficulties | 
which must occur between the inside | 
and outside authorities, and make it | 
more convenient for them to deal with | 
the water interests in their own localities | 
in their own way. He thought it was_ 
rather hard that districts like Halford | 
should not be allowed to deal with their 
water as they desired. There was no 
principle involved, and he thought the | 
outside authorities ought to have an | 
option in the matter, and ought to be) 
allowed to come upon the Board in the 
way in which he had suggested. 


Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- | 
lets, Limehouse) expressed the opinion 
that if this Amendment were accepted 
the Clause would be reduced to absolute 
nonsense. If this Amendment were 
carried, the powers of the new Water 
Board would be limited to supplying 
water in bulk and in no other way. 
It would compel everybody to take 
water in bulk, and in his opinion it 
was a most ridiculous proposition. 


Sk ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) agreed that if the Amendment 
were accepted it would render it com- 
pulsory for the Water Board to distribute 
to all the areas within the schedule 
water in bulk. It might be a desirable 
thing that some of these authorities 
should take their water in bulk, but if 
they did, it was desirable that it should 
be regulated in some way. ‘This Amend 
ment, therefore, would go further than 
his hon. friend desired or the hon. Mem- 
ber beside him advocated. This subject 
was of great importance and should not, 
itseemed to him, be raised by an Amend- | 
ment of this kind, but rather by means | 
of a separate Clause in the Bill. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- | 
shire, Rugby) asked what was meant | 


purposes of supplying water” 
preliminary words gave the Water Board | 
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all the power of the companies, and it 
seemed to him that those words, unless 
qualified, would cover the supply of 
water in bulk. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether 
the Bill provided that, if a local authority 
so desired, it should be permitted to have 
its water supplied in bulk by the Water 
Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the Bill did 
not make it compulsory on the Water 
Board to supply any local authority in 
bulk. His answer to the hon. Member 
was, therefore, in the negative. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that in that 
case he would move to amend the 
Amendment by adding some words to 
it. He begged to move after the word 


“authority” to insert “if so required.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he only 
agreed to the insertion of these words 
in order that the whole Amendment, 
when put, might be rejected. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) thought the Amend- 


ment would materially assist not only 


the Water Board but the local authorities 
to carry out their undertakings. It was 
desirable, in his opinion, that in this 
matter there should be some decentralisa- 
tion, and the local authorities should be 
allowed to take water in bulk if they 
desired sotodo. Itwas, he thought, a step 
in the right direction. It was the right 
of every locality to supply its own people 
with water if it wished to, and he had 
always striven to prevent the introduction 
into these various local areas of foreign 
influence. All local areas should be 
self-contained, and one of the most 
valuable privileges they had was the 
distribution of their own water. It 
might be suggested that it would deprive 
the Water Board of a certain amount 
of profit, but that could not be so, because 
as the outside areas developed, more 
water would be required. He urged in 
the interest of local government that 


exactly. by the words “generally for the | this Amendment as amended should be 
The | looked on with favour by the right 


hon. Gentleman. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) said the Amendment would so 
alter the words of the Clause as left 
by the Committee that it would practically 
destroy it. The 
adopted, would deprive the Water Board 
of a considerable proportion of the 
revenue of their undertaking. The 


result would be that the Metropolitan | 
Water Board would become a sort of | 
wholesale water broker for the purpose 


of distributing wholesale lumps of water 
to the local authorities, who would make 
a profit on it. He also called attention 
to the drafting of the Amendment. 


Sir ROBERT REID pointed out that 
the Amendment as it now stood raised tne 
question of whether or not there ought 
to be an opportunity, under proper 
conditions and safeguards, given to local 
authorities to take water in bulk. He 
had ventured before to suggest that this 
Amendment was not the proper way to 
deal with that question, because it could 
not be fenced round with the necessary 
safeguards. He now wished to make an 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman. 
He was sure the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill did not wish to 
prevent legitimate business questions 
being discussed. The point raised by 
this Amendment was of great importance, 
and it seemed to him that it might bea 
great convenience, not only to the local | 
authority, but also to the central Board | 
itself, that water in some districts should 
be taken in bulk. He hoped the right | 
hon. Gentleman would give the Com- | 
mittee reason to anticipate that he would 
fairly consider any proposal put forward 
with proper safeguards. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that as 
he was advised there was nothing in the 
Bill to prohibit the new authority from 
entering into an agreement with a local 
authority if it was desirable to do so to 
supply water in bulk, except that they | 
would be under a statutory obligation to , 
supply the district. He would, however, | 
immediately respond to the appeal of the | 
hon. and learned Gentleman. He would | 
certainly give such a clause as he| 
suggested the consideration he asked for. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was | 
glad the right hon. Gentleman had at | 
last seen that there was material sub- | 
stance in the Amendment. 


{COMMONS} 


Amendment, if | 
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' Mr. WATER LONG : I did not say so, 
|The hon. and learned Gentleman made 
an entirely different proposition. 
| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was 
glad the right hon. Gentleman had 
given an assurance to favourably consider 
| a Clause upon this point when brought in. 
He, however, desired to point out that with 
regard to some of the outside areas there 
was already power given by Clauses 13 
|and 14 tosupply them with water in 
| bulk. He therefore did not see how any 
| principle was affected by the Amend- 
| Ment. 


| Captain NORTON said the right 
‘hon. Gentleman was prepared to 
'meet the Committee so far that he 
| had consented to consider a new clause, 
| which would have for its object the giv- 
‘ine of such powers to the Water Board 
_as would enable it to give water in bulk 
‘to such authorities as desired it. The 
| Water Board would be, under certain 


circumstances, as the hon. Member for 
| Lynn Regis had suggested, a wholesale 
| water broker. It must be remembered 
| that it was not only the question of water 
| that was affected by this Amendment, 
| but also sanitation, which was largely a 
| question of water; and it certainly was 
/not unreasonable to suggest that such 
localities as desired it should have the 


distribution of their own water. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn [ 2.0). 
(2.30.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT moved 


to leave out in Clause 1, lines 13 and 14, 
the words “subject to such alterations 


‘therein as may be made by or under 


this Act.” It seemed to him that the 
words were quite unnecessary. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was pro 
posed tomake certain changes with regard 
to districts now supplied by the water 
companies. The words proposed to be left 
out were necessary in order to make it 
perfectly clear that certain places men- 
tioned in other clauses of the Bill were 
excluded from the operation of the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. LOUGH moved— 


“In page 1, lines 14 and 15, leave out 
‘(which area is.in this Act referred to as the 


| limits of supply.)’” 
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He said there were provisions in the| Question proposed, “That the words 
Bill which might vary ‘the limits of | ‘Subject to the provisions of this Act the 
supply. Some places might go out and | Water Board shall consist of’ stand part 
others might possibly be added. He did | of the Clause.’” 
not see the good of the parentheses at all. | Sm ROBERT REID 
, that the Amendment should be put in 
Tuk SECRETARY or tue LOCAL such a way as not to oust subsequent 


suggested 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said | Aimenteanem. 
the expression “limits of supply” was; Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
in the Bill, and it was desirabie to have | complain of the Amendment, though it 
some definition of what was meant by appeared to be a little inconvenient. 
that. | All the arguments he should desire to 
| use in answer to the objections the hon. 
Member had raised were arguments he 
'must address to the Committee when 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT moved the | they came to the Amendment which 
following Amendment, standing in the definitely raised the question of the 
name of the hon. Member for the Stroud | nymber and constitution of the new 
Division of Gloucestershire— |Board. It was quite obvious that a 
“In page 1, line 15, after the word ‘supply,’ | @ sub-section of some kind must find a 
to insert ‘Provided that nothing in this place in the Clause. If there was to be 
Act shall prejudice any future application | 4 Board it must be constituted in some 
that may be made to Parliament on behalf of | shape or form; and therefore, if they 


any County or District Council for withdrawing | : . 
the whole or any part of the area under its con- | omitted the whole of the sub-section, 


trol from the said limits of supply.’ ” | the Bill would be left in a very incom- 
| plete form. 


Amendment negatived. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said this pro- | 


viso was unnecessary, because it must be 
obvious that whatever power Parliament 
possessed now to change the existing 


Mr.SYDNEY BUXTON admitted that 
there was a great deal of force in what had 
fallen from the right hon. Gentleman, 





condition of things, it would possess in| but what they were anxious to do was to 
future to change the condition of things | raise the question of the introduction of 
brought into operation by this Bill. | the Borough Councilsinto the constitution 
_ of the Board, a proposal to which they had 
| great objections. It was fairer to them 
‘and to the Committee that the discussion 
should take place on this Clause rather 
than on the Schedule. 


Amendment negatived. 


Dr. MACNAMARA moved an Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for Battersea, to leave out Sub- Mr. WALTER LONG said the Amend- 
section 3. He was opposed to the Sub- Aig : ae 
section, because he 4 at variance with es of his hon. friend the epee’ for 
the proposal contained in it. There was | ~ orth W ilts definitely raised the question 

prop of the choice between the county con- 


no precedent for the scheme, either in ~.."). yaya : 
regard to size or constitution, and it was stitution and the constitution in the Bill. 


grotesque and unworkable in itself. He | 
was opposed to it, too, because it offended 
against all the principles of financial pro- 
priety. The Board, as proposed, not only 
represented the counties, but also the 


smaller areas within the counties. From | _ 
the point of view of finance, there was | Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


absolutely no ground for the inclusion of | fordshire, Lichfield) said their objection to 


these smaller areas, which were already |Sub-section 3 was that it would fix the 
represented through their county. | number of the Board before they knew 

| what its constitution was to be. It was 
| not desirable to fix the number before 


Amendment proposed— - 
‘In page 1, line 19, to leave out sub-section | the Committee had decided what bodies 
(3).—(Dr. Maenamara.) | were to be represented on the Board. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was 
| sure the right hon. Gentleman would be 
| the first to distinguish between the ques- 
| tion of size and that of constitution. 
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Mr. LOUGH expressed the hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman would promise 
to leave the question of the Members 
of the Board to the Committee for 
decision. A promise to do this would 
be received with a great deal of satis- 
faction, and would do something to 
facilitate the progress of the Bill. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the twoques- 
tions of the number on the Board and of 
its precise constitution were quite distinct. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite had asked 
that the Government whips should not 
tell when they came to decide the con- 
stitution of the new authority. He 
had often heard this appeal made to 
Ministers, and, as a rule, he had not 
the smallest sympathy with it, as it 
was generally made with regard to 
some vital principle which had _ the 
support of the supporters of the Govern- 
ment. He was convinced that if the 
question were left to the decision of the 
Committee in the open form, the result 
would not vary in any degree from that 
which would follow in the ordinary 
course. ‘There was the solid fact to 
keep in view, that out of sixty-three 
Members for London, fifty - five had 
supported these proposals. Th2refore, 
he tailed to understand why Members, 
who did not represent London or 
Metropolitan constituencies, should be- 
lieve that they could convince London 
against itself. But, however that might 
be, he could not assent to the proposal. 
The scheme of the Government had 
been carefully considered; it had the 
support of the great majority of the 
representatives of the Metropolis and 
of the Metropolitan’ constituencies, 


and when the time came he would be 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


prepared to defend it. He hoped the 
Committee would be allowed to pass on 
to the consideration of the next Amend- 
ment which would raise the first 
question in a definite form. 
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Str ROBERT REID said the point 
they had now to consider was how best 
to discuss these matters. There were 





two questions which were inextricably 
/bound up with one another. One 
| referred to the number and the other to 
the constitution of the Board, and the 
decision on the one must affect the other. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was sorry 
to hear the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman as, on the Second Reading, 
he had said that he would leave the 
matter to the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon. 
Gentleman had _ misunderstood him. 
There were two distinct questions. As 
to the actual number of the Board, he 
still held the view that proposals made 
for the reduction of the number, which 
were consistent with the principle under- 
lying the constitution of the Board, 
might be left to the House. But that 
did not apply to the question of the 
| principle of the representation of the 
Metropolitan boroughs. 





Dr. MACNAMARA sad he felt bound 

to take this opportunity of dividing the 
Committee after the statement of the 
| right hon. Gentleman. 





(2.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 138; 
Noes, 101. (Division List No. 304.) 





AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlexF. ; Bignold, Arthur 
Bluncell, Coloael Henry 


Allhusen, AugustusH’ary Eden 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. | Bond, Edward 


Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 











Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 





Bowles, T. Gibson(Lyan Regis 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cham berlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colliags, Rt. Hon. Jesse 





Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cabitt, Hon. Henry 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ratph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fergusson, Rt. HaSirJ.(Manet 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 





Allan 
Bayle 
Bolan 
Brigg 
Brunt 
Bryce 
Burk 
Burns 
Buxte 
Caldy 
Came 
Camp 
Caust 
Chan 
Clane 
Craig, 
Creme 
Crom! 
Davie 
Davie 
Delan 
Doog: 
Doug! 
Dune: 
Dunn 
Edwa 
Emnx 
Esmo: 
Farqu 
Furne 
Glads' 
Grant 
Gurde 
Hareo 
Hayd 


Mr 
the 
move 
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FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 
(jodson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin & Nairn) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond -(Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimble 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham | 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Loog. Rt. Hn. Walter Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (1 ’ortsmouth 
Maedona, John © umming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


Allan, Sir William(Gateshead) | 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E Havilard- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.): 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, "Edward Robert Pac 
Morgan, David J(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Peel, Hn. WinRobert Wellesley 
Pemberton, JohnS. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, W alter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 

fankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

folleston, Sir Jobn F. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S, G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


! Samuel, Harry 5. (Limehouse) 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
PR egy one -Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W. 
Layland- ‘Barratt, Francis 


Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, —— (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. EH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C.E. Taunt n) 
Whiteley,H (Ashton und.Lyne 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, $ Sir Thomas 

Ww ylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


( O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Kelly. _James(Roscommon,N 
0’ Shaushnessy, P. J. 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

teid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles P hilips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clac kmannan 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Dr. Macnamara and Mr. 
Lough. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON  said|important Amendments on the Bill 
the Amendment he now rose to|that they had to discuss. He was 
move was really one of the most] glad to hear what had fallen from the 
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right hon. Gentleman, the President of 
the Local Government Board, that, 
though unfortunately he did not see his 
way to surrender on this question, he 
would leave the constitution of the 
Board an open question, and allow the 
House to exercise its judgment as to the 
size of the Board. In what he desired 
to say to the Committee he wished to 
separate the question of the size of the 
Board from its constitution. Heconfessed 
he very much regretted the attitude 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
taken up in regard to the matter within 
the last few months. This was a very 
great question affecting all the ratepayers 
and consumers of water in London; and 
he thought that the matter ought to have 
been settled by some more or less general 
agreement. He should be very glad to 
give up his preconceived opinions, 
perhaps even prejudices, in order to 
make a broad and strong and workable 


body, and he was sorry that the right | 
‘Secretary, the number suggested was 


hon. Gentleman had not so far, 
apparently, been able to come to any 
arrangement. What they had got to 
find out from the right hon. Gentleman 
on what basis he had fixed 


was, 
the number of members for the 
Board. So far as he could see, it 
was a purely arbitrary figure. Neither 


in the House on the Second Reading 
of the Bill, nor in the evidence before 
the Committee upstairs, was 
any basis on which this particular 
number had been fixed. The proposal 
that he had ventured to make to the 


‘Committee was in the nature of a com- | 
promise. That the LondonCounty Council | 


should be the authority was obviously 
out of the question at the present 
moment; but it was equally clear that 
the proposal of the Government was not 
acceptable to the House. He therefore 
submitted a compromise which might 
very well meet the views of both sides 
of the House. He did not altogether 
agree with it, but he would accept it as 
a working arrangement. Substantially 


the proposal of the Committee was that | 


the constitution of the Board should be 
on a county basis, and that the numbers 
should be materially reduced. That was 
agreed to by the Committee by the 
weight of the evidence brought before 
them. It was an impartial Committee, 


and the Government had a majority , 


Mr, Sydney Bucton. 


{COMMONS} 


'would be carried on afterwards. 


there | 





Bill. 
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yet by a majority of six 
they adopted the proposal 
that he submitted that afternoon, 
Everyone would agree that what wag 
wanted was a business-like body which 
would carry on their business with 
efficiency and despatch ; and unless they 
got such a body as that, it would be a 
very serious matter for the ratepayers in 
reference to the price which they would 
‘have to pay to the Water Companies, 
and also in regard to the manner in 
which the business of the Water Board 
He 
himself would rather go on with the 
existing system of eight Water Com- 
panies, which managed their business 
very well, than that an unbusiness-like 
Board, such as that proposed in the sub- 
section, should be substituted for them. 
What had been done before was in 
favour of the compromise now proposed. 
In 1880, when the first Water Board 
was proposed by Lord Cross, then hon. 


{upon it, 
| to three 


twenty-one. And the present (overn- 
ment, of which the right hon. Gentle 
man was a Member, at the beginning of 
their career proposed that the number 
should be thirty. Then there was the 
Royal Commission, presided over by Lord 
Landaff, which recommended that the 
number on the Board should not exceed 
thirty, and they based their recommend- 
ation on the knowledge they had ae- 
quired of the duties which would be 
required of this particular body. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that the 
introduction of the Metropolitan Borough 
Councils had altered the circumstances. 
But he would point out that the hon. 
Member for Tewkesbury, who was a 
Member of the Landaff Commission, 
said he was quite certain that 
they would not have created a_ body 
consisting of sixty-seven Members. In 
no other part of the country, in great 
cities like Liverpool and Birmingham, 
the Board or Committee to manage the 
water supply did not consist in numbers 
anything like approaching those proposed 
by the Bill. That was the position when 
the right hon. Gentleman produced this 
Bill, and it ought to have indicated to 


‘him that the Board should be a small 


one, of working proportions. What they 
wanted from the right hon. Gentleman 
was some real arguments to show that a 


69 
boc 


ay 
like 
in 
tha 
gre 
exp 
har 
call 
refe 
was 
Joi 
the 
cont 
Mar 
and 
was 
shou 
to p 
prog 
had 
quar 
irom 
In tl 
of th 
and 
the f 
durit 
Hous 
the e 
house 
the 
stron, 
Then 
Stran 
Comn 
on thi 
that t 
size, a 








hon. 

House 
Chelse 
matte! 
chang 
the ¢ 
that h 
should 
bers 
and J 
om th 
conden 
the Jo 
their } 
Commi 
dence | 
thrown 
adopted 
the Co 








696 


six 
osal 
On. 
was 
1ich 
vith 
hey 
e a 
s in 
yuld 
nies, 
in 
ard 
He 
the 
/om- 
ness 
like 
sub- 
em. 
; in 
sed, 
oard 
hon. 
was 
ern- 
ntle- 
ig of 
nber 
the 
Lord 
the 
ceed 
end- 
| ace 
1 be 
The 
; the 
ugh 
nces. 
hon. 
as 
sion, 
that 
body 

In 
oreat 
ham, 
> the 
abers 
posed 
when 
- this 
d to 
small 
they 
eman 
vat a 








497 London Water {18 JuLy 1902} Bill. 698 


ody of seventy-three Members would be 
, workable, homogeneous, and _business- 
jke Board. The right hon. Gentleman 
in his Second Reading speech, stated 
that the largeness of the Board was to a 
great extent founded on the opinion of 
aperts. But he thought that it was 
yardly treating the House fairly not to 
all the evidence of these experts in 
rerence to this particular point. There 
mas no such evidence laid before the 
Joint Committee. On the other hand, 
there was evidence of the experts who 
controlled the water supply of Liverpool, 
Manchester, Birmingham, Gloucester, 
and elsewhere, that the proposed body 
yas far too large, and that the number 
should be thirty or under. He ventured 
to point out to the Committee that the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
had met with no support from any 
quarter—from the Royal Commission, 
iom the Joint Committee, or elsewhere. 
In the first place, the Moderate Members 
of the London County Council had one 
adall said that they were opposed to 
the proposal of the Government. Again, 
during the two or three debates in this 
House, every Member who spoke, with 
the exception of the Member for Lime- 
house, drew attention to this matter as 
the real blot on the Bill, and very 
strongly objected to the size of the body. 
Then his hon. friend the Member for the 
Strand Division, who was Chairmanof the 
Committee of London Unionist Members, 
onthe First Reading of the Bill, implied 
that the Board was of a rather unwieldy 
size, and that statement was cheered by 
hon. Members on his own side of the 
House. Then, the hon. Member for 
Chelsea, who had great experience int hese 
matters, said that there were certain 
changes he should like to see in 
the constitution of the Board, and 
that he should prefer that the numbers 
should be reduced. The hon. Mem- 
ters or South Islington, East Islington, 
and Tewkesbury, and every speaker 
om the Ministerial side of the House 
condemned this part of the Bill. As to 
the Joint Committee, it appeared from 
their Report that the majority of that 
Committee were convinced by the evi- 
dence before them, and had by a majority 
thrown over the proposal in the Bill, and 
idopted.that which he now submitted to 
the Committee. It was true that, for 





some reason, they did not adhere to that 
view, but they had never affirmed the 
schedule in the Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman, through his Under Secretary, 
stated that when the Bill went into Com- 
mittee, while other matters were matters 
of principle, this question of numbers 
should go to the Committee as an open 
question, and the right hon. Gentleman 
himself had affirmed that. Why should 
not the right hon. Gentleman adopt the 
same attitude now ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the right 
hon. Gentleman had misunderstood him. 
What he said was that, while he might 
agree to a reduction in the number of 
the Board, he adhered to the view that 
that reduction should not involve the 
exclusion of the representation of the 
Metropolitan Boroughs. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
the whole question turned on the number 
of the Board. This was a purely admin- 
istrative body, and it was important, 
especially in regard to the question of 
purchase, that it should be a strong, 
homogeneous body with some purpose 
in their mind, and able to work together. 
It was quite clear however, that in the 
large and unwieldy body proposed, they 
would not secure such a body as that. 
They would not get that individual 
responsibility on the part of the members 
by which alone the duties imposed upon 
them could be properly discharged. A 
spirit of “ What’s everybody’s business is 
nobody’s business,” would prevail. The 
Chairman and the Vice-Chairman were 
to be paid officials; and it was quite 
certain that practically the whole business 
of the Board would get into their hands 
and into the hands of the other paid 
officials. Unfortunately, they in London 
had had experience of that in the 
past. It was largely that which had 
caused the old Metropolitan Board of 
Works to be so inefficient, and had 
caused so much dissatisfaction to 
the ratepayers. The Under Secretary 
argued that the numbers were not too 
large, because the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board, and the London County Council 
had equal or larger numbers. [AN Hon. 
MemBer: And the Liverpool Corpora- 
tion.} He did not know that anybody 
who was a member of the London County 
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Council, would say that the numbers of 
that Corporation were too large for the 
work they had to do. As to the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board, they had a very 
large number of Boards of Guardians 
necessarily represented on it; and, as 
regarded the Liverpool Corporation, it 
should be remembered that they had to 
manage all the city’s affairs, beside the 
water supply. In his opinion, if the 
London County Council had been allowed 
to control the water supply, they would 
have been able to handle it easily, with 
the number of members at their disposal. 
The Committee must remember that this 
was a going concern ; that it was not the 
creation of a large number of new con- 
cerns ; and he would appeal toany Water 
Company director whether, supposing the 
Water Companies had themselves agreed 
to amalgamate into one compaiy, the 
Board of Directors would not have been 
far fewer than the Board now proposed 
by the Bill. ‘The right hon. Gentleman 
said that he wanted to bring on the 
Board, representatives of the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils, but the impression left 
on the minds of some of them by his 
speech on the First Reading ot the bill, 
and the evidence given before the Joint 
Committee, was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had got his numbers first, and then 
afterwards looked about to see what autho- 
rities should be represented on the Board. 
No one would assert that the Board 
would be a directly representative body. 
It would, in any case, be a secondary 
body ; and, in part of its composition, it 
would be  non-representative. The 
essence of the matter was of whether the 
purchase of the Water Companies would 
be a success or a failure. It would not 
be against the principle of the Bill if the 
Borough Councils were amalgamated in 
order to reduce the number of members. 
The Amendment proposed thirty-five ; 
but that was not a figure in which he 
wished to pin his vote or his opinion. 
Looking at the body asa whole, and at 
the different authorities from which it 
would come, he believed it would be 
unworkable, inefticient and expensive ; 
and the Amendment merely expressed 
that view without pinning the Committee 
to thirty-five members. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 1, line 20, after ‘of’ to insert 
‘thirty-five members including. ’ ”— 
Buxton.) 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 


{COMMONS} 


(Mr. | ’ 
| were guided to 





Bill. 


| Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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*(3.40.) Sin EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) 


| said it might be convenient at that Stage | 


|for the Committee to hear the views of 
/a member of the Joint Committee. He 
|did not claim to speak in behalf of his 
| colleagues ; nor could he speak with the 
| authority of an expert ; but he claimed 
to have brought to the consideraticn of 
the evidence submitted to the Joint Com- 
_mittee an impartial mind, and ap. 
proached the subject without prejudice, 
The hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
stated that the sole functions of the new 
Board would be administrative. It 
appeared to him, however, that it would 
also have a representative character ; and 
if the smaller number had advantages 
from the point of view of administration, 
thelarger number certainly had merits 
from the point of view of being more 
directly representative of the water con- 
sumers. With regard to the proposal to 
reduce the number to thirty-five, includ. 
ing the Chairman and the Vice-Chairman, 
he submitted that for the purposes 
of administration there was essentially 
little or no difference between a Board 
of seventy and a Board of thirty-five. 
If the hon. Gentleman had the courage 
of his convictions he should have sug- 
gested, not a Board of thirty-five, but a 
Board of ten, twelve, or, at the outside, 
fifteen members. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he sub- 
mitted his Amendment, not because he 
thought it the best solution, but because 
it afforded a means of arfiving at a 
compromise. 


* Sir EDGAR VINCENT said that the 
suggested compromise was in reality no 
compromise. The real difference was 
between a Board of a large number and 
of representative character, and a small 
Board of ten, twelve, or fifteen members, 
which should be mainly, if not ex- 
clusively, administrative. He admitted 
that for purposes of administration 4 
small body would be more convenient; 
but any one who had experience of ad- 
ministration of that character would 
admit that large bodies did their work 
very largely through Committees, and 
a large extent by 
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their Ghairmen and Vice Chairmen, 
and this applied both to a Board 
of seventy and to one of thirty-five. The 
Joint Committee had before it a large 
amount of evidence with reference to 
the Water Board. A point which he 
thought impressed the Joint Committee 
very much was that the previous pro- 
posal of Lord Llandaff’s Committee, that 
the Board! should consist of a small 
number of members, had met with the 
most energetic opposition from the London 
County Council. When the proposal 
was put forward, the London County 
Council, which was to a great extent 
the strongest opponent of the present 
scheme, said it was altogether opposed 
toa Board consisting solely of the salaried 
nominees of a Government Department. 
Mr. McKinnon Wood had said that, 
although he had been right through 


the London County Council, he had 
been unable to obtain any support 
whatever for such a proposal. Now, 


when his right hon. friend brought 
forward a proposal of an _ opposite 
character, it was met with precisely the 
same opposition. The Joint Committee 
received evidence from gentlemen con- 
nected with the water administration in 
the large provincial cities and towns in 
England. He believed that in no case 
in which these gentlemen had any 
experience did the population exceed 
800,000 or 900,000, whereas the Bill had 
to deal with Water London with a 
population of between 5,000,000 or 
6,000,000. There was, he submitted, 
no analogy between the cases. Then, 
again, the disparity between the area 
to be served in London, and the area 
served in a provincial city, was equally 
great. Further, he believed that the 
wants of the different sections of 
Water London were more diverse than 
were the requirements of districts in 
provincial cities. Then as to the alter- 
native which was termed the county 
basis, all the other counties concerned 
were more afraid of one result than of 
any other ; namely, that they would be 


left alone to deal with the question in’ 


conjunction with the London County 
Council. 
opinion on that subject. The counties 
said in effect that if they were handed 
over to the London County Council the 
argument would certainly be brought 
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‘forward that representation should be 


allotted in proportion to population ; 
and on that basis the Board would be 
constituted in a manner which would 
give the London County Council an 
enormous predominance. It had been 
said that the representatives of the 
various counties were altogether opposed 
to the scheme proposed by his right 
hon. friend. Heconfessed that, although 
the Joint Committee did receive 
evidence from them that they desired 
to reserve the right of subsequent 
severance, there could be no doubt 
whatever that they expressed a decided 
preference for the present scheme over 
any other which had been mooted. 
It appeared to him to be incumbent on 
those who opposed the present proposal, 
not merely to find defects in it, but 
also to bring forward a practical scheme, 
which would receive an equal amount 
of public support from the various bodies 
interested The impresion he gained from 
the evidence was that the present proposal 
was an ingenious attempt to solve a most 
difficult problem. He felt convinced 
that the Water Board when established 
would carry through its work efficiently ; 
that it would deal with the: most difticult 
problem of the transfer of the water 
undertakings with full regard to the 
rights and interests of the ratepayers of 
London, and that by unity of authority 
the whole problem of the water supply 
of such an enormous population as that 
of Water London would be dealt with 
with a thoroughness and comprehensive- 
ness impossible under present circum- 
stances. 


* Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said, 
speaking also as a member of the Joint 
Committee, that the hon. Gentle- 
man who had last addressed the Com- 
mittee had not established a case as to 
why the Board should consist of seventy- 
three members. What the hon. Gentle- 
man had said was more by way of 
criticism of a smaller body; and he 
gave no reason whatever in support 
of the larger number. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman put the point with 


‘regard to the London County Council 


rather unfairly—quite unintentionally, 
he had no doubt. He said that the 


‘London County Council objected to the 
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proposal of Lord Liandaff’s Com-j}should also necessarily increase. He 
mittee that the Board should | thought that that was a complete fallacy. 
consist of thirty members. But why? A large undertaking, so far as the 


Because the Board was to be a non- | 
representative body. He believed that | 
the President of the Local Government | 
Board had started altogether on a wrong 
basis. He was quite sure the right hon. 
Gentleman did not put before himself | 
the question as to the constitution of | 
the body which would bebest calculated to | 
discharge the duties to be entrusted to. 
it, most efficiently. He said that with 
some authority, because Mr. Fitzgerald, 
Counsel for the Promoters, admitted that 
the size of the Board should necessarily 
be large, not for the purpose of 
discharging its duties, but in order 
to give representation to the Metro- 
politan Boroughs. Mr. Fitzgerald was 
speaking of the proposal of Lord 
Cross that the Board should consist of 
twenty-one members; of Lord James 
that it should consist of thirty members ; 
and of Lord Llandaff that it should con- 
sist of thirty members ; and he said that 
the main difference was that at the time 
of these proposals the Metropolitan 
Boroughs were not in existence; and 
that it was thought desirable that they 
should be represented on the Water 
Board. Mr. Fitzgerald added that if 
representation were given to the Metro- 
politan Boroughs, similar representation 
should be given to the urban districts, 
with theresultthat thenumberot members 
would be doubled. He would show 
presently that there was no reason what- 
ever why the Metropolitan Boroughs 
should be given any representation at 
all. He would quote evidence given 
before the Joint Committee in support 
of that view. The Joint Committee had 
evidence from Liverpool, Manchester, 
Edinburgh, and Glasgow. The repre- 
sentative of Manchester said (Question 
3589) that sixty-nine members were 
totally unnecessary. The representative 
of Liverpool said (Question 3649) that a | 
Board of about thirty would be quite | 
suflicient. The representative of Glasgow | 
said (Question 3735) that he did not 
see any difficulty in the undertakings 
being amalgamated under a body of, 
say, thirty members. He wished to} 
controvert the proposition of the 
hon. Member for Exeter that as 
the population increased 


Mr. McCrae. 


the Board 


administrative management was con- 
cerned, could be managed as easily as a 
small undertaking. It was said that a 
large Board would be required, because 
of the many Committees which would be 
necessary to manage the various parts 
of the undertaking. He spoke on that 
matter with some little experience, 
having served for nine years on the 
Edinburgh and District Water Trust ; 
and though it could not compare with 
the London Water Scheme, the principle 
he laid down applied, namely, that a Board 
need not increase with the increase of 
population. If the Board were divided 
into three Committees—law, works, and 
finance—a body of thirty would provide 
sufficient members to serve on them. 
He should like the President of the 
Local Government Board to consider 
seriously—because they all desired that 
the question should be settled on the 
best possible basis—whether it was 
necessary that the Board should be over- 
weighted with representatives of the 
3orough Councils. They did not forma 
necessary element in the constitution ot 
the Water Board. Why? They did not 
want to give representation to the 
Borough Councils as Borough Councils, 
but because they represented the water 
consumers. But the water consumers 
would be represented by the London 
County Council. He challenged any 
hon. Member, who had read the evidence, 
to controvert that statement. The dupli- 
cation of representation which was now 
proposed was not only unprecedented, 
but altogether unwarranted. The repre- 
sentation should be given to either the 
London County Council or to the Borough 
Councils, but not to both. If both were 
to be represented on the Board, it would 
not be conducive to the proper trans 
action of business, and would be a 
distracting element, as discussions 
might arise, not on the merits of the 
question before the Board, but on the 


different interests of the London County 


Council and the Borough Councils 
There never was a Bill considered with less 
bias, either in one direction or the other, 
by any committee, than the present Bill; 
the only desire of the Joint Committee 
being to secure a Board which could most 
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eficiently discharge the duties to be 
entrusted to it. He thought the Joint 
Committee was entitled to protest, as he 
personally did protest, against the conduct 
of the case by the promoters of the Bill. 
They practically refused to present 
evidence to the Joint Committee until 
they were challenged to produce it in 
the most extraordinary way by the Chair- 
man. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was the 
first time he had heard that. He should 
like chapter and verse for it. 


* Mr. McCRAE said he was prepared 
togive it. If the right hon. Gentleman 
would turn to page 42 of the evidence, he 
would find that the Chairman said— 

“The promoters have the opportunity, if 
they want to call witnesses. Ido not think it 
necessary for me to coerce them into it. [ 
never had such a task put upon me before.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was not 
disputing for a moment the hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement. It was the first time 
throughout the controversy that the state- 
ment had been made that the promoters 
of the Bill—that was the Local Govern- 
ment Board—refused to produce evidence. 
He wanted the definite refusal of the pro- 
moters to produce evidence. 


*Mr. McCRAE said that after con- 
troversy not only with the Chairman but 
with opposing counsel, the promoters did 
submit evidence, but it was practically on 
compulsion. 


Mr. WALTER LONG asked when did 
the promoters refuse. The hon. Gentle- 
man made a definite statement that the 
promoters of the Bill—that wastheGovern- 
ment Board —declined to produceevidence. 
Thehon. Gentleman’s words were perfectly 
clear and unmistakeable. He was not 
contesting the hon. Gentleman’s statement. 
He only said it was the first time he had 
heard it ; and he was only asking the hon. 
Gentleman to produce evidence of it. 


*Mr. McCRAE said that what he 
had read justified the statement. 
lf the right hon. Gentleman would refer 
to page 29 of the Blue-book he would 
see that Mr. Fitzgerald stated that 
from the nature of the case the Local 
Government Board could not be expected 
to go into evidence, and all he proposed 
to do was to put in two witnesses. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon. 
Gentleman would be the last person in 
this House who would desire to misrepre- 
sent counsel or political opponents on a 
What he meant 
was that it was not desirable that the 
hon. Gentleman should put his con- 
tention in a form which was distasteful 
to the Government. The whole con- 
tention was an argument addressed 
by the learned counsel on the question 
of procedure. On such a question it 
would not be necessary to offer evidence, 
and that was the instance the hon, 
Gentleman cited in support of his 
definite statement that when the Local 
Government Board were invited to pro- 
duce evidence they declined to do so. 
This was the first he had heard of any 
allegation of this kind. 


*Mr. McCRAE thought that in that 
case the right hon. Gentleman could 
not have read the Blue-book. All that 
it was proposed to do was to put two 
witnesses in the Chair. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the para 
graph to which the hon. Member re- 
ferred commenced with— 

** Now, my Lords, there is another matter of 
procedure which I wish to say something 
about.” 
which clearly showed that the learned 
counsel was addressing himself to the 
question of procedure. 


Mr. McCRAE maintained his state- 
ment that the Local Government Board, 
until they were asked to do so by Lord 
Balfour, refused to put sufficient evidence 
before the Committee, and said that 
anybody who read page 42 and 
following pages of the evidence 
would find it fully substantiated what 
he said. He also called attention 
to the fact that the assurance given by 
the right hon. Gentleman when this 
Bill was before the House for Second 
Reading, that they should be allowed 
to treat it in Committee as a private 
Bill, had been ignored by the Govern- 
ment who, he thought, had in this case 
entirely thrown over the right hon. 
Gentleman. What he protested against 
here, and what he had protested against 
in the Joint Committee, was that, after 
the decision of the Committee had been 

2D2 








107 London Water 
given, the Government stepped in and 
took up a position which no promoter 
of a private Bill would have been allowed 
todo. The Committee was to consider 
this matter in the freest possible manner, 
and, having done so, and come to a 
decision, they had a representation from 
counsel for the promoters with regard 
to the decision they had come to. He 
protested against the Committee's 
freedom of action being interfered with 
in the way it was by the course which 
the Government adopted. But, even 
aiter their intervention, when the 
Committee came to the final schedule, 
if the Chairman had put the question 
in a constitutional way, that schedule 
would not have been before them that 
day. In spite of their pvotests, the 
Chairman insisted on putting the 
question in a certain way to produce 
a certain result. 


*THe CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 
Member that, this being a Joint Com- 
mittee, and a Peer presiding,the procedure 
would be governed by the Rules obtain- 
ing in another place and not by those 
which governed Committees of the 
House of Commons, and that the hon. 
Member would not be entitled to 
criticise those Rules. 


*\Ir. McCCRAE said he was not criti- 
cising the Rules of the House of Lords. 
The point he desired to make was that 
neither the Rules of this House nor 
those of the House of Lords were 
observed. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN said that was a 
matter for the Members of the other 
House to consider for themselves. 


*Mr. McCRAE pointed out that the 
special Report was put in by the Chair- 
man for the express purpose of giving 
those who protested against this proce- 
dure an opportunity of raising this 
question in both Houses. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said that did not 
appear upon the special Report. The 
special Report was brought in to inform 
the Members of the two Houses of what 
had oceurred. He did not think they 
would have any right to criticise the 
action of the Peer who presided over 


Mr. McCrae. 
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‘the Joint Committee, any more than 
the House of Lords would have the 
right to criticise the action of a Member 
of this House, and certainly not upon 
' this Motion. 


Sir ROBERT REID asked if it would 
not be competent for a Member of this 
House to say, and establish before the 
Committee, that the form in which the 
Bill was now presented was not in 


accordance with the Rules of either 
House of Parliament. 
*THe CHAIRMAN said he did not 


think that had been suggested. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he under- 
stood his hon. friend to say that the 
Rules of the House of Commons were not 
observed, and, later, that the way in 
which the noble Chairman put the 
question as to the final schedule to the 
Joint Committee was not in accordance 
with the Rules of the House of Lords 
either. That was why he ventured to 


submit that this House could not be 
so impotent as not to be able to 
discuss whether the Rules of both 


Houses had been violated. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Each person was 
master in his own house. They had no 
right to say that the Rules of the other 
House were not properly carried out. Ii, 
as the hon. Member said, they were not 
properly carried out, that was a matter 
tor the other House itself. They had no 
business to interfere with them. They 
would resent very much in this House 
if the House of Lords were to comment 


on the fact that the Rules of the 
House of Commons were not carried 
out. 


Sir ROBERT REID said his point was 
this. It was one thing to say that this 
House could not discuss the propriety of 
the Rules existing in the House of Lords. 
It was another thing to say that a 
Committee, on which the House of 
Commons was represented, had vio- 
lated the Rules of the House of Lords 
which governed in this case, but which, 
pro hae vice, became their Rules. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said the person who 
applied these Rules was not a Member of 
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this House. Upon him was cast the 
duty of interpreting those Rules, and he 
did not think they were entitled inthis 
Touse to discuss his conduct on this 
Motion. 


*Mr. McCRAE said he had made his 
protest, and he would not press the 
matter further than to commend to the 
notice of the Committee the special 
Report which was drafted with regard to 
the incident. His whole point was that 
the Committee, with the evidence before 
it, came to a certain conclusion, and he 
did not believe that the Committee would 
have altered its decision, even to the 
extent of having an equality of votes, 
hadit not been for the pressure brought 
to bear by the Government. He did 
not wish to press his argument too far, 
but he felt that the responsibility was 
put upon them very unfairly. They 
had to consider whether they would take 


the responsibility of saying whether they | 


should risk the passing of the measure 
by standing fast to principle, or 
whether they were to subordinate them- 
selves to the Government. He felt the 
responsibility keenly, but he came to the 
conclusion that if there was any danger 
of the Bill not passing because of opposi- 
tion to the size of the Board, the respon- 
sibility would lie with the Government, 
who were evidently prepared to sacrifice 
the interests of London on behalf of 
prejudice and narrow political bigotry. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said he had had some experience 
on administrative matters of this kind, 
and the opinion he had formed was that 
for a Board of seventy-three persons there 


would not be enough work to do. He | 


thought there were other weighty reasons, 
too, why, at all events at the outset, the 
Board should not be constituted with too 
large a membership. In managing these 
undertakings one of the greatest diffi- 
culties arose from the constant search for 
hew sources of supply, and the constant 


conflict that took place with the interests | 


of outside areas. That was the inevit- 
able consequence. At some future date 
the House might consequently be forced 
to consider the increase of the area over 
which this Board would exercise juris- 
diction. These were the general reasons 
that he thought ought to guide the Com- 


mittee in arriving at a decision as to the 
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number of members of this Board. He 
did not think anyone ought to vote for 
the Amendment, because even if thirty- 
five was the magic and mystic number it 
was thought to be it was too early to say 
so. The real time to raise this question 
was when they came to address them- 
selves to the Schedules, and then they 
would be able to decide what the right 
number was. It was possible to consider 
this Clau e and leave entirely open the 
ultimate number of members of which 
this Board should consist. He therefore 
suggested that their decision as to the 
numbers of the Board should be post- 
poned until the Schedule was considered. 


Str ROBERT REID said the suggestion 
of the right hon. Member as to the pro- 
priety of postponing this point until the 
Schedule was considered, was not alto- 
gether new; it had already been made 
by an Amendment on the Paper. The 
difficulty was that owing to the way in 
which the Bill was framed it was im- 
possible to consider this suggestion 
unless they in the first instance eliminated 
from the Clause now under discussion the 
word “seventy-one.” If the Government 
would separate the discussion as to the 
numbers from the discussion as to compo- 
sition so far as it could be separated, there 
were two ways of doing so. One was to 


‘take the discussion on numbers with the 


full freedom to discuss it onthe Schedule 
also, and the other was to leave out the 
word “seventy-one” so that the words 
of the sub-section ran, ‘“ the Chairman, 
Vice-Chairman, and other Members,” 
which on the Schedule would enable the 
Committee to come to a full discussion 
on the question. 


Mr. W. F. SMITH (Strand, West- 


minster) said they had no objection to 


the postponement of the consideration of 
the actual numbers, provided the 
principle of the representation of the 
Metropolitan Boroughs was preserved. 


Mr, WALTER LONG said he was 
obliged to his right hon. friend and the 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite for 
their suggestions, but the Committee must 
clearly understand that if he adopted the 
suggestion of his right hon. friend there 
should not be a‘debate on this question 
over and over again. It was a matter of 
perfect indifference to the Government 
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when the discussion was taken. He offered 
no objection to the course suggested, but he 
could not agree to leave out the number 
at this point if they were to have the 
debate not only on the Amendment of 
his hon. friend the Member for the 
Chippenham Division but also on the 
Schedule. That must be understood. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether the 
matter could not be dealt with by post- 
poning the Clause. 


*Sirn J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham) thought the sug- 
gestion of his right hon. friend the 
Member for Hallam was a most reasonable 
one, and he was quite ready to assent to 


it. It was a matter of complete in-| 


difference where his Amendment was 


brought in, so long as the matter was | 


discussed, and he would gladly have it 
postponed. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) said the spirit of the | 


right hon. Gentleman was fully recognised, 
and he would, he hoped, reciprocally 
recognise the spirit by which he had been 
met or that side of the House. Every- 
body wished to have an adequate dis- 
cussion. The only question was what was 
the most convenient time at which to 
have it, whether upon the Amendment of 
the hon. Member or upon the discussion 
of the Schedule, As an outsider he con- 
fessed he saw some little difficulty as to 
how the general size of the Board 
could be discussed upon the Schedule, 
because in the Schedule they 
plunged at once into a discussion as to 
places, distances, sources, ete. Let not 
the Committee say that they were willing 
to put off this discussion until the 
Schedule was considered, unless they 
were sure it could be taken on the 
Schedule. But if the right hon. Gentle- 
man would ensure that there should be 
a proper and adequate discussion when 
they came to the Schedule, he thought 
that might be perhaps the most con- 
venient place to take it. 


Mr.* WALTER LONG said he recipro- 
cated the desire of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to know where they would be when 
they came to the Schedule. He could 
not express an opinion as to where they 
would be at a later stage. He had 


Mr. Waiter Long. 
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thought the Clause might possibly create 
‘some Parliamentary difficulty, and, in 
the event of that difficulty arising, he 
had proposed to move an Amendment 
|which would have the effect of taking 
‘the Schedule out of its present position 
|in the Bill and making it a part of the 
| first Clause. He then saw the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for the 
Chippenham Division. That Amendment 
would serve the same purpose, and on 
it the whole question could be debated. 
Both that Amendment and the Govern 
ment proposal could then be discussed, 
because in resisting the proposal of his 
hon. friend he would be compelled to 
defend that of the Government. Ii, 
however, there was any technical diff- 





| culty in the way of that being done, he 


was prepared to move the omission of 
‘all words after “appointed” in order 
|to insert what at present was Schedule 
| IIL. of the Bill. That would bring the 
| whole question within the purview of 
|the Clause, and altogether he thought 
| it would be better to discuss the matter 
| now than on the Schedule. That, how- 
ever, was a matter for the Committee 
all he was anxious about was that there 
should be one discussion of a clear and 
definite character, and a decision come 
‘to once and for all between the twe 
alternatives. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought that 
under the circumstances the Amendment 
should be withdrawn, as its only object 
was to raise the question of number. The 
alternatives now before the Committee 
were whether the discussion on both 
the size and the constitution of the 
Board should be taken on the Sehedule 
or on the Amendment suggested 
by the right hon. Gentleman. He 
thought it would be difficult to havea 
general discussion on the Schedule, and 
therefore he would bein favour of the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) thought it 
would be impossible to come to a proper 
decision as to how the Chairman and Vice- 
Chairman should be appointed, unless they 
knew what the constitution of the body 
was to be. He thought, therefore, the 
most convenient course would be to take 
the discussion on the whole question now, 
either upon the Amendment suggested 
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by the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, or upon the Amendment of 
the hon. Member for the Chippenham 
Division. 


Mr. LOUGH pointed out that if the 
Amendment came after the word “ap- 
pointed,” the word “ seventy-one ” would 
have been passed. He hoped the Amend- 
ment would be brought in, before any- 
thing controversial was decided. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought the 
Committee could decide as to the Chair- 
man and Vice-Chairman, and then deal 
with the important question of the 
number. He was quite willing to agree 
that the question should be put in any 


form which would enable the whole 
matter to be discussed at once. 
Str ROBERT REID said all were 


agreed as to the desirability of dis- 
cussing the whole question at once ; 
the only point was as to how that could 
best be done. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to keep “ seventy-one” in 
the Clause? If so, they had better dis- 
cuss the question of numbers before 
coming to the Schedule; if not, some 
words should be introduced into the 
Schedule, upon which the question of 
numbers could be there discussed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought it would 
perhaps facilitate matters if the word 
“seventy-one ” was formally omitted. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(4.35.) Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) moved to omit the words “a 
Chairman, a Vice-Chairman, and.” He 
wished to leave the Water Board perfectly 
free to appoint a Vice-Chairman in addition 
to a Chairman, to decide whether or not 
they should be paid, and to make the 
appointment or appointments annual or 
permanent as they thought best. These 
were important points. There was a 
great deal to be said in favour of having 
paid officials, but at the same time there 
were splendid precedents for attaching no 
salary to the offices. The Chairman of 
the London County Council, whose duties 
were of a much more multifarious char- 
acter, than those of the Chairman of the 
Water Board would be, was unpaid, and 
the Lord Mayor was in practically the 
same position as regarded salary, because, 
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although a certain sum was voted to him, 


his expenses were understood to be much 
| in excess of the amount voted. 


In mov- 
ing this Amendment he was not actuated 
by a desire to delay the Bill. He was 
extremely anxious that this water 
question, of which the ratepayers of 
London had been waiting for many 
years for a practical solution, should be 
settled in the interests of the people. 
It seemed to him, however, that the only 
object in retaining these words was to 
create two good berths to which handsome 
salaries attached. He was certain that 
men could be found to discharge the 
duties faithfully and efficiently without 
salary, and in order that the Board might 
he perfectly free in the matter, he moved 
that these words should be omitted. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the words 
‘a chairman, and a vice-chairman and’”—(J/r. 
Cremer.) 

Question proposed—“ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Mr. WALTER LONG gathered that 
the objection of the hon. Member was 
not so much to the creation of the two 
ottices, as to the proposal that the holders 
of the offices should be paid for their 
services. 


Mr. CREMER said whether they 
should be elected annually or permanently 
was another point. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that that 
question was not raised by the Clause 
under consideration. If the hon. Member 
objected to the payment of a salary, he 
should move the rejection of sub-section 
(4). If the hon. Member took exception 
to the creation of a chairman and a vice- 
chairman, and in the same breath asked 
the Committee to believe that he had no 
desire to delay the progress of the Bill, 
he was making a rather large demand 
upon the credulity of Members. It was 
obvious that there must be a chairman 
and a vice-chairman, though the question 
of whether they should be paid or unpaid 
might be afterwards considered. There 
was bound to be a presiding officer, and 
it was also necessary that there should be 
an officer able to take the place of the 
presiding officer in the latter's absence. 
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Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.RBR., 
Sowerby) thought the purpose of his 
hon. friend would be met by accepting 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and moving the omission of sub- 
section +. 


Mr. MCKENNA said that if these words 
were omitted, it would leave the Water 
Board to appoint a Chairman and a Vice- 
Chairman and as many executive officers 
as they thought necessary. It was ‘quite 
clear, if the Government adhered to the 
proposal of a Board of the magnitude at 
present suggested, that it could not be 
an executive body, and that it would be 
necessary to have four or five hand- 
somely paid officials to carry on the 
executive work of the Board. Under 
these circumstances he thought it use- 
less to provide that there should be a 
chairman and a vice-chairman. There 
must be a chairman and a_vice-chair- 
man, but the Board ought to be left 
perfectly free to elect its own executive 
officers, as it was admitted on all hands 
that such a Board could not be any- 
thing more than a debating assembly. 


Mr. CREMER said he had not im- 
agined for a moment that the Board 
could be constituted without a chairman 
to guide its deliberations. It was such 
a self-evident proposition that it was 
totally unnecessary to incorporate it in 
an Act of Parliament. For many years 
he had had a great deal to do with 
drawing up rules in connection with 
trades unions, but he had never known 
a body of working men who thought it 
necessary to provide that «a chairman 
should be appointed to preside over the 
deliberations of the executive body. 


Mr. COHEN pointed out that the Lon- 
don County Council, which by universal 
consent was an admirably constituted 
body, had not onlya Chairman anda Vice- 
Chairman but also a Deputy Chairman, 
and it was by statute obliged to appoint 
those three officers, each of whom was 
fully occupied. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the hon. 


Member was mistaken as to the County | 


Council being obliged to appoint those 
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three officers; the election was optional. 
He desired to know why this special 
provision had been introduced into the 
Bill, instead of the matter being leit, as 
in the case of the London County Council, 
entirely in the hands of the body itself. 
This Board would be so large that he 
was afraid too much of the power would 
get into the hands of the paid officials, 
He thought it inexpedient that both 
should be statutory positions, and he 
could see neither precedent nor reason 
for such a proposal. 
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Mr. LOUGH thought the main reason 
why the Clause was in its present form 
was that the Board should be enabled to 
elect two officers from outside if they 
desired to do so, and thus increase the 
unrepresentative character of the Board. 
This authority was already sufficiently 
far removed from the electorate, and he 
should therefore support the Amendment. 
The seventy-one members should be 
obliged to select their chairman from 
among their own number. No such pro- 
vision existed in regard to any other 
public body, and in view of the fact that 
it would increase the unrepresentative 
character of the Board, he thought the 
words ought to be omitted. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) referred to 
the Local Government Act to show that 
the London County Council was under 
no statutory obligation to appoint a vice- 
chairman. He did not say that a vice- 
chairman would not be necessary in 
connection with the Water Board, but he 
thought the Committee ought to under- 
stand that the office under the County 
Council was not a statutory one. 


Captain JESSEL said that, in giving the 
Water Board power to appoint a Chairman 
from outside, the Government were only 
following precedent, inasmuch as_ the 
Metropolitan Boroughs, as well as the 
London County Council and the London 
School Board, already possessed that 
power. 


(4.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 191 ; 
_ Noes, 25. (Division List No. 305.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Amold-Forster, Hugh O. 

Arrol, Sir pig oe 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 
| Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Ediv’nds | 
| Greene, \ 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Jaldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manelr 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


| Hain, 


Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Berestord, Lord Chas. William 
Bl nownayeree, Sir M. M. 
Bigno! ld, Arthur 

B laneli, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allien 
Bull. William James 
Campbell, RiHn J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlayne, T. (Scyhampton 
Chaplin, Ht. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Kdward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L, (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dewar.SirT. R. (Tow rHamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dieckson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning,- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Eliiot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rob’t Penrose - 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 


Jesse 
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Furness, Sir Christopher 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs,Hn. A.G. H(CityvofLond. 


Gedson,SirAugustuslrederick | 


Gordon, Hn... E.( 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


V. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Groves, James Grimbie 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch, Ernest Freceric 
Hay, ion. Claude George 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Hoult, 


1. ° 
< Geo. 


Joseph 
i 


| Howard,Jno(iNveat,Faversham 


| Lawson, 


Dixon | 


Allan, Sir William (( rateshead) | 


Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith,Rt. Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Hozier, Hu. James Henry Cecil 
eg George Bicker steth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


iene fey wood (Sussex 
Nennaway. Rt, Hon. SirJohn Hl. 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hou. Frecerick Win. 
Lawrence.SirJosepli(Monm th 
John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Leyze, 1 Hon. Heneave 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt HnWalter( Bristol,s. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Hon. Altred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Crae, George 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Colon: 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Moon, 
More, 


Edward Robert Pacy 

Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
in, David J. (Walt stow) 

More an, oR Fred (Moni'thsh. 





Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptd.) 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C,. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray. RtHn. A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Paulton, James Mellor 


E!gin Nain | 
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| Plummer, Walter R. 

| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Kiankin, Sir James 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


; Rattigan, Sir William Henry 


Renshaw, Charles bine 


a sy, Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 


| Robe 


Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
srtson, Herbert(ilackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds. Clement Molyneux 
Russell, tr. W. 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexande1 
Sanuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. HnCol. Edw.J 
Seott, Sir S. (Marvlebone. W.} 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 


Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon, W. F. D.(Stranad) 
Sj pear, John w ard 


Spe neer, Sir KE. (W. Bromwich) 
Sti tanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormsk wrk 
anley, Edward Jas. (Somer-et 
Si anley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, ‘Sir Mark J. M‘Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, .Sir Wm. Edw. 
Trevelyan. Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuinell, Lt. -Colonel Ex 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
W hiteley, H. (As tonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(birm 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks. 


M 


ward 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 


| Wortley, Rt. Hn. ¢ 
(Coventry) | 


Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley | 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 


NOES. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Boland. John 
Brigg, John 


| Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
’. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
| Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
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Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Jones, Dav. Brynmor (Swansea ; Power, Patrick Joseph 
Causton, Richard Knight Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) | Rea, Russell 

Channing, Francis Allston Jordan, Jeremiah | Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Claney, John Joseph Joyce, Michael | Rickett, J. Compton 

Craig, Robert Hunter Lambert, George | Rigg, Richard 

Crombie, John William Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Leamy, Edmund | Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Leng, Sir John | Roe, Sir Thomas 

Delany, William Levy, Maurice | Runciman, Walter 

Doogan, P. C. Lundon, W. | Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Dougias, Charles M. (Lanark) | MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Duncan. J. Hastings Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. | Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Dunn, Sir William MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Edwards, Frank MacVeagh, Jeremiah | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Elibank, Master of M‘Kean, John | Strachey, Sir Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas | M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) | Sullivan, Donal 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) Murphy, John | Tennant, Harold John 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert Nannetti, Joseph P. Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Grant, Corrie | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 


| 
Griffith, Ellis J. | Norton, Capt. Cecil William Whiteley, George (York. W.R, 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N.) | Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W, 
Harrington, Timothy | O’Connor, James(WicklowW. | Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Hayden, John Patrick | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | Woodhouse, SirJ.T (Hud’rsfi’d 
| 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | O'Kelly, James (f’scomnm’n,N. 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | O'Malley, William 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. | TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- - 
Humphrevs-Owen, Arthur C. | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Mr. Cremer and = Mr, 
Jacoby, James Alfred ' Pirie, Duncan V. Lough. 
Amendment moved— (ment. One of the arguments in support of 
‘Clause 1, page 1, line 20, to omit ‘seventy- | this body was that it wasa representative 
one.’ ”—(Mr, Lough.) body. It was not as representative as it 
Agreed. might be; but that was the argument. 


*Mr. WHITMORE moved an Amend-! To take out of its hands this most 
ment giving the Local Government important power would be a serious evil. 
Board power to appoint in the first | It seemed to be imagined that once the 
instance the Chairman and vice-chair | chairman and vice-chairman were 
man of the Board. A _ great deal of| appointed, they would remain in office 
the success of the work of the Board! during the period of that Board. He 
would depend on the good sense and/did not so read the Act, and he hoped 
ability of their chairman and vice-chair-| the appointments would be annual. 
man, and the selection of these gentle-| One of the things he feared in connec- 
men—one of the most important acts | tion with this Board was that, in conse- 
which the new Board would have to/| quence of its size, much of the power 
perform—would be their very first duty | would get into the hands of the chair- 
which they would have to perform when | man and vice-chairman, and therefore 
they had not got into the habit of co-|it was essential that they should be 
operation. Surely it would be betterthat | elected annually. Whether that was so 
at the outset, the appointment should/or not, he thought the appointment 
rest with the Local Government Board.| should not be taken out of the hands 
He was most anxious to see this new/ of the Board. Among so many members 
departure in the water administration of | it would surely be possible to find men 
London a success, and that was his/ capable of carrying out the duties of 
reason for moving the Amendment. | these offices. He should oppose the 

Amendment proposed Amendment. 


$6 ave 1. line 21, to leave out the words | , ‘a a ae 
‘be oe ed and insert the words ‘ until the | Mr. ALTER LONG said the original 
time fixed by this Act for the first new appoint- | proposal of the Government was that 
ment of a chairman and vice-chairman be | members of this new body should appoint 
appointed by the Local Government Board and | their own chairmanand vice-chairman from 
amerwunds. a * per }among themselves, but he had received 

Question proposed— ‘That the words | several representations pointing in the 
‘be appointed ’ stand part of the Clause.” | direction of the Amendment. It seemed 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON hoped the | to him very desirable that there should be 
Government would not accept the Amend- | two gentlemen clothed with authority in 
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ofice before the actual election or selection 
of the body was completed, to guide the 
new body; and, further, it was very 
important that the first two appointments 
should not in any way be made hap- 
hazard. He had had great difficulty in 
uriving at a decision, as there was much 
weight in the views of the hon. Member 
for Poplar, while at the same time he 
was greatly impressed by the arguments 
on the other side. He could only say 
that if, in the opinion of the Committee, 
it should be thought desirable that this 
duty should rest with the Department, 
he was quite willing to accept that deci- 
sion. He proposed to leave the matter 
to the Committee to decide as they 
thought fit. In reference to a remark 
made in the course of the discussion, he 
might say that the apppointments as 
determined by the schedule would be 
held for three years. 


Mr. LOUGH thought it a pity that 
this Amendment should be accepted. 
The Government were gradually lower- 
ing the status of this new body. 
been said more than once that if the 
number of members was reduced the 
administrative excellence of the body 
would be increased. That would be so 
if good men were appointed and they 
devoted their attention as business-men 
to the difficulties which had to be faced. 


721 


It had | 


{18 JuLy 1902} 





| 


| 


Bill. 722 


outside. The Board should have the full 
responsibility of its position thrown upon 
it. This Amendment was a step in the 
direction of relieving it of that responsi- 
bility, and it was a great pity that it 
should be done. The gentlemen so ap- 
pointed would become permanent officers; 
they would get a life interest in the con- 
cern; and the whole Board would sink 
into the condition which other Boards 
had sunk into, and lose its administrative 
activity and ability. He hoped as the 
Government had left the Committee 
free to vote as they pleased many hon. 
Members on the other side would venture 
to disagree with the views of the hon. 
Member for Chelsea. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping) could hardly believe the hon. 
Member for Poplar to be in earnest in 
suggesting that the chairman of this 
enormous Water Trust should hold office 
for one year only. His experience of 
water companies had shown him that 
the more experience the chairman had 
the more valuable he became. For 
that reason he should support the 
Amendment, in order that for the first 
chairman there might be chosen a man 
more acquainted with the subject than 
the members of this Board were likely 
to be. 


But they would not be able to do that | (5.23.) Question put. 


if they felt that they were in the hands 
of ‘two or three paid officials appointed 
by the Local Government Board from 


The Committee divided : — Ayes, 120 
Noes, 155. (Division List No. 306.) 


AYES. 


Allan, SirWilliam (Gateshead) | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Ambrose, Robert | Doogan, P. C. 
t=) 


Jones, William (Carn’rvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 





Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

srige, John 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
dull, William James 

Burns, John 

suxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 








Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Gordon, Hn.J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corrie 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 





Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W. 
Leamy, Edmund j 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
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O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Renshaw, Charles bine 

Rige. Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Adjournment of 





Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Allhuson, AugustusH’nry Eden 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt, Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain. Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beresford, Lord Charles Win. 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dewar, SirT. R. (T’werH’mlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDix’n 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(\ ane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest } 


It being 


the clock, the Chairman le 











after 


to make his Report to the House. 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


half-past Five of | 


{COMMONS} 


tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold; John 

NOES. 

Galloway, William Johnson — | 
Gibbs, Hn A. G. H.(CityofLond. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Goschen, Hon. Georve Joachim 
Greene, SirE W(B ryStEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. | 
Groves, James Grimbie 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, Jobn( Kent,Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 





Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kimber, Henry 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley ! 


Committee 
ft the Chair 





the House. 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Whiteley, George(York,W. k. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas Henry (Hull,W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Norton and Mr, 
Cremer. 
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i At) 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 


| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
| Ridley, Hon M W (Stalybridge) 


Xitchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L.  ~ 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson,SirWmEdwM’rray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, Jolin Catheart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(T’nton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Whitely H. (Ashton-und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Whitmore and Mr. 
W. F. D. Smith. 


report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before 
Six o’clock till Monday next. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 21st July, 1902. 


BILL 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAY BILL. 
Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 

Committee. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
| House tomorrow. 

WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL, 

NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL, 
NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 
LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 


4 RAILWAY BILL. 
Read =63", with the Amendments: 
‘further Amendments made; _ Bills 


. passed, and returned to the Commons. 

, NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAMWAYS 

BILL, 

St Read 3*, with the Amendments; a 

iurther Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
E and returned to the Commons. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments; 
iurther Amendments made. Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL, 


} LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL 
POWERS) BILL. 

Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 

= and returned to the Commons. 


(GENERAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Read 3" (according to order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Amendments reported according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 


YOL. CXI. [Fourti Srnies.] 





{21 JuLy 1902} 


PROVISIONAL | 


Reports, ete. 

PETITIONS. 
LICENSING BILL. 

Petition for amendment of : Of Justices 
of the Peace for the city and county of 
Worcester ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 

LICENSING BILL. 

Petitions in favour of: Of Swinton 
Crimitive Methodists ; Eccles Free Church 
Pouncil; British Temperanze League ; 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CENSUS OF IRELAND (1901). 
Part Il. General Report. 


SALMON FISHERIES (ROYAL COMMIS- 


SION). 
Report of the Commissioners on Sal- 
mon Fisheries; Part I., Report and 
Maps. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


Report of the Principal Chemist, 
Government Laboratory, upon the work 
of the Laboratory, for the year ended 
31st March, 1902, with appendices. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 2857. Austria-Hungary (Bo- 
hemia). 
No. 2858, United States (States of 


Oregon, Washington and Idaho). 

No. 2859. Brazil (Porto Alegre). 

COLONIES (ANNUAL). 

No. 357. Northern Territories of the 
Gold Coast: Report for 1901. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 188lL AND 1s92. 
Thirty-cighth annual report on alkali, 


ALKALI, 


etc., works, by the Chief Inspector : pro- 
ceedings during the year 1901: _ pre- 


sented to the Local Government Board 
and to the Secretary for Scotland. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (IRELAND) 
(PROBATE DIVISION). 


Accounts for the year ended 31st 
| December, 1901. 
| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


2E 
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POST OFFICE SITE (OBAN) DRAFT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER. 

Ordered, That the evidence taken 
before the Committee of this House on 
the Callander and Oban Railway Bill, 
1897, be referred to the Commissioners 
appointed under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, to in- 
quire into the Post Office Site (Oban) 
Draft Provisional Order. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM. 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

Statute made by the Master and 
Fellows of University College, Oxford, 
on 20th March, 1902, amending Statute 
IIf., twelve (Fellowships held by Pro- 
fessors) of the Statutes of the College 
(laid before the House on Friday last) ; 
to be printed. (No. 157.) 


LICENSING BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). 

Clause 1 :— 

*THe Lord Bbishor or WIN- 
CHESTER said it was most necessary 
that there should be power to appre- 
hend a person found drunk in a place of 
publie entertainment, and in such a 
place of public resort as a railway 
station: but he understood the Clause, 
as at present drafted, did not cover such 
cases. The Clause as he proposed to 
amend it would provide that if a person 
was found drunk in any highway or 
other place, or place of public entertain- 
ment, or resort, whether a building or 
not, or on any licensed premises, and 
appeared to be incapable of taking care 
of himself, he might be apprehended and 
dealt with according to law. 


Amendment moved— 


*THE Lorp BISHOP oF WINX- 
CHESTER withdrew his Amendment 
at this stage, but intimated his inten- 
tion of moving it on Clause 2. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THe Eart or WEMYSS moved to 
insert the words ‘or is a nuisance to the 
public.” This was his own Amendment, 
although he had others on the Paper 
which he had undertaken to move on 
the part of the trade. When he came 
to move these Amendments he should 
have an explanation on the part of the 
trade to make, and he proposed to read 
the reasons why each particular Amend- 
ment should be agreed to. As to this 
particular Amendment, he thought that 
when a man was found staggering about 
the street, and in his drunken condition 
knocking up against people, the police 
should have power to arrest him. 
Drunkenness could best be suppressed 
by the police by an Amendment of this 


kind. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In page 1, line 9, after ‘himself,’ to insert 
‘or is a nuisance to the public.’.”—(7he Ear! 
of Wemyss.) 

Lorp BELPER thought that the 
words of the noble Earl were of a vague 
character and might be liable to mis- 
construction. The case of a man 
staggering through the streets would be 
covered by the present law, which 
enabled the police to apprehend a man 
who was drunk and disorderly and wh 
was making himself a nuisance. 


THE EarRL or WEMYSS said he would 
not press his Amendment, but he hoped 
that what the noble Lord had said 
would he fully reported, and that the 
police would act upon‘ it. 


“In page 1, Jine 8, after ‘place,’ to insert, | 


‘or a place of public entertainment or resort.’ ” 


—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lorp BELPER said the objection to | 
inserting these words lay in the fact that | 
at present it was not an offence to be | 


drunk in a place of public entertainment 
or resort, and that the Clause merely 
dealt with existing offences. He hoped 
the right rev. Prelate would not press 
his Amendment 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
| withdrawn. 


Clause | agreed to. 


Clause 2:— 


*Tue Lorp Bishor or WINCHESTEL 
moved an Amendment which provided 
that if any person is found drunk in 
|any highway or other public place, “« 
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jace of public entertainment or resort,” | be included under the new provision, and 
vhile having the charge of a child he hoped the noble Lord would recon- 


ipparently under the age of seven years, 


} 


je may be apprehended and made liable | 


to fine or imprisonment. 
rey. Prelate considered that, as the Clause 
nost rightly made it an offence fora person 
) be drunk in certain places while in 
charge of a child under seven years of 
age, it was highly desirable that it 


The right | 


should be extended in the direction of , 


his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 2, line 12, after ‘ place,’ to insert 
‘or place of public entertainment or resort.’ ”— 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


LorD BELPER said his objection to 
the Amendment was this—that all other 
ofences under this Bill in reference to 
persons arrested for drunkenness were 
confined to offences committed on the 
highway or other public place, or on 
licensed premises. The Home Office 
considered it very undesirable to extend 
the definition of this Clause, and so 
extend the provisions of the Bill in one 
isolated case. 


THe Lorp ARcHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY hoped the Amendment would 
not be disposed of without further con- 
sideration or discussion. A new offence 
was created by the Clause, and the 
olience created ought to be extended to 
her places than those mentioned in 
the Clause. It was unreasonable to say 
that because no such power had _ been 
given it should not be given. 


Lory TWEEDMOUTH thought the 
argument of the noble Lord in charge 


of the Bill would prevent any change in | 


the law. He was of opinionthat a great 
teal could be said in favour of including 
the offence mentioned by the Amend- 
ment within the scope of the Clause. He 
thought that the words ‘or resort”’ 


might be very well omitted by the right | 


rev. Prelate. 


*Tue Lorp Bisnorp or WINCHESTER 
mentioned that, according to decisions 
in the Law Courts, railway stations, 
treatres, concert halls, athletic grounds, 
and auction rooms had been held to 


beplaces of public resort. These ought to 


sider whether he could not accept the 


Amendment. 


Lorp BELPER said that if the right 
rev. Prelate would withdraw the Amend- 
ment he would undertake to meet him, 
to some extent, by putting in words in 
the definition Clause to meet the special 
point he had raised. 


*THE LorD BisHor or WINCHESTER 
agreed to accept this undertaking. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS suggested 
that after the words “found drunk 
while having the charge of a child 
apparently under the age of seven 
years,” the words ‘‘or of any horsed 
vehicle or motor car” should be inserted. 


Lorp BELPER pointed out that the 
Amendment was unnecessary, as a 
drunken man in charge of a horsed 
vehicle or motor car could be arrested 
under the present law. 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


THe Ear, or WEMYSS moved an 
Amendment te provide that the licensee 
should be required to prove that “he 
did not knowingly suffer drunkenness to 
take place on his premises,” instead of 
being required to prove, as the Clause 
proposed, that he took “all reasonable 
steps for preventing drunkenness on his 
premises.”’ 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 2, line 8, to leave out from 
‘him’ to the end of the Clause and to insert 
‘did not knowingly suffer the said drunken- 
ness to take place on his premises. ’”—(7/v 
Earl of Wemyss.’’) 


Lorp BELPER said he was rather 
surprised that such an important 
Amendment should be moved without 
any explanation being given of the 
reason why it was introduced. The 
Clause dealt with a very important sub- 
ject, and with a case where the law had 
been proved to be very unsatisfactory. 


262 








731 


There were an enormous number of con- 
victions for drunkenness, especially aris- 
ing out of drunkenness in public-houses, 
whilst the number of convictions for 
permitting drunkenness was infinitesimal. 
The words in the Clause had been care- 
fully thought out, and they seemed to 
get over the difficulty. As a matter of 
fact, the Clause recognised that a 
great privilege was given to the 
licence-holder, and that within the terms 
of that privilege it was his duty to 
exercise his trust with due care, and to 
do everything he could to prevent 
drunkenness on his premises. The 
Clause looked to the licensed person to 
prove that he had taken all reasonable 
steps to prevent drunkenness. He 
thought the words of the Bill would be 
much more effective than those of the 
Amendment. It was the duty of the 
person in charge to take steps to find 
out whether a man was drunk before 
serving him, otherwise it would be easy 
for any publican to shut his eyes to the 
fact. The words of the Clause were not 
unreasonable, and it would be for the 
magistrates to decide whether the 
publican did take reasonable steps. 
He was aware that the words in the 
Clause were not the same as were sug- 
gested by the majority and minority 
Reports of the Royal Commission, but 
the object in view was the same. He 
could not accept the Amendment, believ- 
ing this Clause to be the most useful in 
the Bill for putting down drunkenness. 


Licensing 


Tue EARL OF WEMYSS said the 
trade were of opinion that the words in 
the Bill, ‘‘ reasonable steps ’’ were vague, 
and might be very differently construed, 
and that the licensed victualler should 
not be subjected to undefined obliga- 
tions. As the noble Lord had admitted, 
the words in the Bill did not meet even the 
recommendations of either the minority 
or majority Reports of the Royal Com- 
mission. The majority Report (page 21) 
said— 

‘*Where a person is found drunk on the 
licensed premises, or observed quitting them in 
that condition, the licence-holder should be 
required to prove that he and his servants were 
ignorant of the drunkenness, or that if they 
knew it they did not permit the offender to 
remain.” 

The minority Report was even clearer, 
and on page 168 said— 


Lord Belper. 


{LORDS} 
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‘* Whether a person were found drunk on the 
premises or were seen leaving the premises in 
a drunken condition, it should be incumbent on 
the publican to show that neither he nor his 
servants knew of the drunkenness, and that he 
did not with such knowledge permit him to 
remain on his premises.” 
The words of his Amendment were 
practically those of the minority Report. 


Viscount CROSS hoped the Govern. 
ment would stand by the words in the 
Bill. The effect of those words was to 
throw the onus of proof upon the 
publican, which was preferable to throw- 
ing it upon the prosecution. 

Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


*LorD WINDSOR said the new Clause 
standing in his name had for its object 
more the prevention of crime than the 
punishment of crime after it had been 
committed. It was moved in the other 
House on the Report stage, and was 
opposed by the Home Secretary for the 
one reason that it would diminish the 
responsibility of the publican. The 
object of the Clause was to provide that 
instructions should be given to the police 
generally—where they were present and 
were able to do so—to assist the publican 
to prevent crime. But absence of warn- 
ing could in no case be pleaded as a 


defence. Under the Bill as it stood, a 
publican might unknowingly commit 


an offence and be convicted. The 
Amendment which had just been with- 
drawn would have prevented that state 
of things, because the noble Lord sug- 
gested the insertion of the word 
“knowingly.” As the Bill now stood 
they were putting a man into a position 
in which he could commit an offence 
against the law and be convicted of that 
offence although he committed it without 
knowing he was doing so. It surely was 
not unreasonable, if they put a man into 
that position, to give general instruction: 
to the police that when they saw a man 
who was obviously drunk going into @ 
public-house they should warn _ the 
publican at once, so that the man should 
not be served. That seemed to be the 
only reasonable view, and was supported 
by the evidence given by Sir Albert de 
Rutzen*/before the Royal Commission, 
and quoted by him (Lord Windsor) o 
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the Second Reading debate. Sir John 
Bridge, in giving evidence before the 
Royal Commission, said his opinion was 


that if a constable saw a drunken man | 


go into a public-house it was quite right 
for him to enter and acquaint the land- 
lord of the fact. Then, only last month, 
another magistrate, sitting at the Green- 


wich Police Court, dismissed a summons | 
permitting | 


against a publican for 
drunken persons to be on the premises, 


on the ground that the police constable | 


might have stopped the man before he 


went into the house, but did not do so. | 


He quoted those instances to show that 
it was not at allan uncommon practice 


fora police constable to take this very | 


{21 JuLy 1902} 


natural course, and surely it was reason- | 
| a licence-holder charged with permitting 


able to put in the Bill, that regulations 
should be made by the various police 
authorities showing that it was the 
intention that constablesshould not only 
beset to watch the public-houses in order 
to obtain as many convictions against the 
publicans as they possibly could, but 
that they should also do their best to 
prevent crime. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would think it a reasonable Clause 
to insert in the Bill. 


Amendment moved, toinsert as a new 
Clause— 

“Regulations shall be made by the police 
authority for the purpose of securing that, where 
possible, a constable who sees a drunken person 
(or anyone who is a convicted person within 
the meaning of this Act) entering, or about to 
enter, licensed premises (or a club registered 
under Part IIL. of this Act), shall at once warn 
the person in charge of the premises against 
serving such person.” —(Lord Windsor.) 


Lorp HENEAGE thought it was only 
lair, if the Government allowed certain 
wretched and miserable public houses to 
exist in the country districts, they should 
give the people who served in them 
warning wherever possible. In rural 
districts the landlord of small houses, 
which in many cases did not afford a 
living to the tenant, was generally 
absent all day long, and the bar was 
left to his wife or servant, who also had 
the household duties to attend to. In 
such cases it was desirable that the 
police should give warning wherever it 
was possibleto do so. The publican had 
aright to have, as far as possible, the 
protection and guidance of the law. He 
saw one danger, however, in the new 


Bill. 734 


Clause. A publican might plead that 
the police had not given warning. He 
did not know how that would stand, 
but words ought to be inserted to make 
it clear that a publican, when charged 
with permitting drunkenness, could not 
plead in defence that the police had not 
‘given him notice. That was a matter 
that could be looked into by the Stand- 
ing Committee. 


Lord BELPER said it was the duty 
| of a policeman to do everything he could 
to prevent a contravention of the law, 
but it was unusual and undesirable to 
define the duties of the police in an Act 
of Parliament. There was also the 
danger, if the Clause were accepted, that 


drunkenness might escape on the plea 
that he was not warned by the police. 
He could assure the Houseand the noble 
Lord that they quite recognised that it 
was the duty of a policeman to do what 
was pointed out in the proposed new 
Clause. If the Amendment were with- 
drawn, he could undertake that the 
Home Secretary would issue a circular 
pointing out to the police that it was 
their duty to assist publicans in keeping 
the law, and not to lay traps for them. 


*Lorp WINDSOR said it was not 
his intention, in movingthe Amendment, 
to allow the plea of not having been 
warned to be set up by the publican as 
a defence. Asit was thought inadvisable 
to insert a provision of this sort in a Bill, 
he thought he ought to accept the under- 
taking of his noble friend, and in those 
circumstances he would withdraw his 
Amendment. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS said this 
Amendment had the strong support of 
the trade. 

Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 5 :— 


*THE Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER 
moved an Amendment providing that, 
instead of making a separation order, the 
Court might, with the consent of the 
wife, order her to be detained in an 
inebriates’ retreat. He said this sub- 
/section dealt with one of the most 
| difficult subjects in the Bill. The first 
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part of the Clause, which protected a wife 
against a drunken husband in a case of 
extreme necessity, did not meet with any 
opposition, but in the second part they had 
to face the problem of a woman being 
turned absolutely adrift by her husband 
without any chance of obtaining regularly 
the money for maintenance to which 


Licensing 


{LORDS} 
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Lord BELPER proposed a drafting 
Amendment to this Clause, dealing with 
the prohibition of sale of liquor to 
personsdeclared to be habitual drunkards, 
The Amendment provided that “ for any 
subsequent offence ” a fine “not exceed. 
ing twenty pounds” shall be inflicted, 
instead of “twenty pounds.” 


she was by law entitled. She might have, 


small chance of getting the money under | 


the law, and there was a danger of her 
place being taken by someone who 
would occupy her position as wife with- 
out marriage. Bi 
hoped this difficulty could be met, and 


the woman would have the option of | 


going into a reformatory and beginning 
a new life. Thus there 
chance of restoring peace into the house- 
hold. Objection was made to his Clause 
on the ground that no drunken woman 
would give her consent to such deten- 
tion. This, he thought, was not the 
case. The experience of those valuable 
publie servants, the police-court mission 
aries, was strongly in favour of the 
provision he advocated. 

Amendment moved— 

‘*In page 2, line 40, after ‘wife,’ to insert 
‘Provided that, instead of making an order in 
pursuance of paragraph (7) of this sub-section, 
the Court may, with the consent of the wife, 
order her to be committed to, and detained in, 
any retreat licensed under the Inebriates’ Acts, 
1879 to 1900, the licensee of which is willing to 
receive her; and such order shall have effect 
as if she had been admitted to the retreat under 
Section 10 of the Habitual Dunkards Act, 1879, 
as amended by any subsequent enactments.’ ”— 
(Lhe Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 

Lorp BELPER thoughtthe Amendment 
would be an improvement to the Clause, 
which was entirely in conformity with 
the provisions of the former Act. It 
would obviously be an advantage that a 
woman in this position should be given 
an opportunity of deciding whether she 
would not go into a reformatory and 
begin a new life, with the possibility of 
being reunited with her husband. 

THe EArt or ROSEBERY: Would 
the husband have any option under this 
clause ? 

Lorp BELPER: No, I think not. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 6: 

The Lord Bishop of I] “Luchester. 


By the Amendment he} 


would be a/| 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 3, line 31, after ‘ person’ to iusert 
| ‘toa fine not exceeding.’”—(Lord Belper.) 


1 
| 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7 agreed to. 
Clause 8 :— 


[ord BELPER proposed, in the 
following sub-section, “On any appli- 
cation for the grant, renewal, or trans- 
fer of a licence the licensing justices 
shall have regard to any entries in the 
register of convictions relating either 
to the person by whom, or to the 
premises in respect of which, the licence 
is to be held,” to substitute for the word 
“convictions” the word “ licences.” 


Amendment moved— 


“* In page 4, line 15, to leave out ‘ convictions 
and to insert ‘licences.’ ”°—( Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS proposed to 
add to the end of the sub-section the 
following :—“ Except where the con- 
victions are for offences of a technical 
or trivial nature, or where the last re- 
corded conviction is more than three 
vears old.” He contended that where 
the licence had been renewed for three 
years and no later offence had been 
committed, no power should be given to 
the magistrate to interfere. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 16, after ‘held,’ to insert 
‘except where the convictions are for offences 
of a technical or trivial nature, or where the 
last recorded conviction is more than three 
years old.’”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 

Lorp BELPER, in opposing the Amend: 
ment, said endorsement was done away 
with altogether, and in its place it was 


| provided that a register of every con- 
_viction should be kept. 


The magistrates 
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{21 JuLy 1902} 


should have absolute discretion as to how | 


far they should give regard to previous 
convictions. Ifthe words of the noble 
Earl were accepted, the magistrates 
would not be able to exercise that dis- 
cretion. The Government preferred the 
(lause as it stood. The magistrates 
were not obliged to take a particular 


course of action in consequence of the | 


convictions recorded in the register. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn 


LorD BELPER said the object of 
the new sub-section standing in _ his 
name was to make it perfectly clear 
that the system of endorsing licences 
had been abolished. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 20, to add as a new sub-sec 
tion : 
conviction shall be recorded on a licence 
(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to." 

Clause 8, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 9 :— 

Drafting Amendment agreed to. 


THe Eart or WEMYSS said that 
persons now trading as wine and spirit 
dealers, and who sold cigars, would, 
under this Clause, have to obtain a 
justices’ licence under which to conduct 
their business simply because they did 
sell cigars. The effect of his Amend- 
ment would be to provide that the 
sub section should not apply to any 
excise licence taken out by a spirit 
dealer or wine dealer for premises 
which were exclusively used for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors or of 
intoxicating — liquors, mineral waters, 
‘and cigars. 


Amendment moved— 
4, line 29, after ‘waters’ to 


“Tn page 
“(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


insert ‘and cigars.’ 


Lorp BELPER said that if they 
accepted the Amendment they could 
not stop at cigars, but would have to 
include cigarettes, biscuits, ete. He 
did not see any reason why cigars 
should be specially included. 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn 


THe Ear or CAMPERDOWN moved 
to leave out the words “ except as herein- 
after provided,’’ his object being, if their 
Lordships accepted this Amendment, to 
subsequently move the omission of sub- 
section 4, which ran as follows :— 


“Provided that where a licence for the sale 


| of wine, spirits, liqueurs, sweets, or cider, not 


After the commencement of this Act no | 


/of the 


to be consumed on the premises, was in force 
on the 25th day of June, 1902, an application 
for the renewal of such licence, or of any 
licence granted by way of renewal thereof 
from time to time, shall not be refused to the 
person who held such licence on the 25th day 
of June, 1902, except on one or more of the 
grounds on which it might have been refused 
if this Act had not passed, or on the ground 


| that the licensee has sold surreptitiously under 


such licence, or has assisted in concealing or 
misrepresenting the nature of goods sold under 
such licence, or has in any other way, in the 
opinion of the justices, heen guilty of mis 
conduct in the management of his business 
under such licence.” 

The etiect of this sub-section was to give 
persons holding grocers’ licences on 
June 25th last an absolute right 
to claim such licences during the re- 
mainder of their lifetime. That was a 
principle that ought not to be adopted in 
dealing with licences. Justices would 
therefore be prevented from exercising 
any control over such licences for the 
next twenty years as least, and the serious 
character of such an exemption would be 
seen when he mentioned that at present 
there were some 10,000 or 11,000 grocers’ 
licences in existence. The powers of the 
justices would, in fact, be limited entirely 
to the new licences. He maintained that 
if it was right for justices to exercise any 
discretion at all, it was right for them to 
exercise it as to all these licences. It 
had been said that if the Clause had been 
passed as it was introduced it would have 
had the effect of abolishing grocers’ 
licences altogether, but people who thus 
argued could know very little about the 
matter. [t was very undesirable to intro- 
duce still further the exemptions in the 
Licensing Act. The danger of postponing 
legislation of this kind for a long period 
was seen in the case of the anti-1869 
beer-houses, of which there were 35,000 
in existence, and which at present were 
only under partial control of the justices, 
who could not deal with any of these 
licencesexcept in referenceto thecharacter 
individual licence-holder or the 
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manner in whichthe house was conducted. 
This was one of the disastrous effects of 
postponed legislation, and they had seen 
that many of the worst houses in the 
trade were to be found among those 
privileged houses, some of which sold 
very little beer, and only lived a pre- 
carious existence in the hope that com- 


pensation would be given for their) 


abolition. They wanted no vested 
interests created in these grocers’ licences. 


The course adopted by the Government | 


in this matter was at variance with both 


the majority and the minority Reports | 


of the Royal Commission, as both these 
Reports recommended that such licences 
should be brought under the control of 
the justices. Besides, some years ago, 


Mr. Ritchie, when a private Member ot | 


the other House, successfully passed 
through Parliament a Bill bringing off- 


licences under the control of the justices | 


without any kind of exemption. He had 
tailed to understand the reasons which 


induced the Home Secretary to accept | 
this provision at the last moment. If 


the justices were to be trusted at all, 
they should be trusted completely, and 
should be free to use their power free 
and unfettered. By carrying his Amend- 
ment, the Clause would be restored to 
the form in which it was when the Bill | 
was originally introduced into the House 
of Commons. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 9, page 4, lines 35 and 36, to leave 
out ‘except as hereinafter provided.’ ”—-(Th« 
Earl of ¢ mui pe rdown.) 


Lor» BELPER said that the Amend- 
ment which had been moved was un- 
doubtedly one of importance. The 
Clause for the first time gave the licens- 
ing justices power to deal with grocers’ 
liceuces according to their discretion. It 
Was not correct to say that this particular 
sub-section would give the present holders 
the right to have the licence as long as 
they lived. All that it 
they should have the licences upon the old 
terms so long as they should require them. 
This was not necessarily as long as they 
lived. The case of grocers’ licences was 
entirely different from that of beer-house 
licences. The proposal was not brought | 
forward because there was any serious 
complaint with regard to the way in 
which grocers’ licences were managed, | 


The Earl of Camperdown. 


{LORDS} 


said was that | 
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nor because of their inordinate number, 
but from the fact that they were very 
much increasing, and that it seemed to 
the Home Secretary desirable that power 
should be given to the justices to prevent 
that increase, and put a limit upon their 
number. The Clause was not framed 
on the assumption that grocers’ licences 
were an evil, and ought to be abolished. 
The exemption of the existing licences 
was accepted by the Government as a 
compromise. 


THe Ear, or CAMPERDOWN said 
he had carefully read the proceedings in 
the other House, but failed to find any- 
thing in support of the view that the 
exemption was accepted as a compromise. 


Lorp BELPER said that was the case, 
for on a division the temperance party 
did not challenge a division. Looking to 
the fact that they were not creating a 
vested interest, and that there was no 
strong desire to reduce the licences which 
existed, he hoped the House would not 
| accept the Amendment. 


Lorp HENEAGE contended that the 
effect of the proviso was to give a vested 
interest in a licence in many cases to 
young men who had just succeeded toa 
Those persons had never had 
Why should 


| business, 
a vested interest before. 
| they have it now ? 


Lorp BELPER denied that they gave 
a vested interest. They only enabled the 
} existing holders of licences to obtain a 
| renewal on the same conditions as before. 


Lorp HENEAGE: Exactly. — In 
future these licences must be renewed, 
no matter what was the age of the 


licensees nor for how long a_ period 
they might be capable of holding them. 
By that very proviso they created a 
vested interest in the licences which 
already existed. With regard to the 
alleged compromise, their Lordships had 
not been informed that a circular was 
sent out from very influential persons 
holding a large number of licensed 
grocers’ shops, with a few to putting 
pressure upon Members of the other 
House to get this proviso putin. The 
| compromise did not take place in the 
House of Commons, and ‘he hoped their 
Lordships would not think much of it, 





| but deal with the question entirely on 


its merits. 
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*THE Lorp BisHop or WINCHESTER 
was ready to support the Government | 
to the best of his power in their en- | 
deavours, realising as he did the extreme 
difficulty they had to contend with, but | 
he could not follow them in this case. 
The noble Earl had made out an un- 
answerable case. There was nothing 
about a compromise in the debates in | 
Hansard, 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD assured | 
the Committee that there was no new 
vested interest created by this proviso. 
An existing grocer’s licence might still 
be refused on the grounds on which it 
might be refused if this Act had not 
passed. The power of the justices was 
exceedingly wide with respect to the 
renewal of licences, and if this reserva- 
tion was not made, justices might say 
they objected to all grocers’ licences, and 
might proceed accordingly to abolish all 
such licences. The proviso prevented 
such a sweeping away of all grocers’ 
interest. 

Tut Ear, or ROSEBERY asked why 
the Government expressed such profound 
distrust of the justices to whom they 
were giving these additional powers. 
And why did they introduce the Bill 


; 


without this exemption ! 

THe Eart or NORTHBROOK did 
not think the argument of the noble and 
learned Lord the Chancellor of the Duchy 
touched the point, for the reasons that 
ifthe Justices adopted the extraordinary 
course suggested, the persons holding the | 


{21 Jury 1902! 
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*Lorp WINDSOR pointed out that 
the recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission that grocers’ licences should 
be put under the licensing authority 
was part of a large scheme dealing 
with all licences. The Bill already gave 
two new grounds on which the magis- 
trates could refuse to renew a licence; 
and he hoped, therefore, that the 


, Amendment would not be agreed to. 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE said 
that no distrust of the licensing 
authority was implied in the Clause. 
As to the change which had been made 
in another place, no doubt the Bill as 
originally introduced was an excellent 
one, but that was not to say that all 
proposals for. its improvement must 
necessarily be shut out. 


Fart SPENCER said he preferred the 
Bill in its original form. ‘The Clause as 
it stood would strengthen the position 
of the grocers who held licences. He 
was opposed to doing away altogether 
with grocers’ licences ; but, considering 
the evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission, it was evidently high time 
that these licences should be brought 
under the same control as other licences. 
There was nothing to show that the 
magistrates would be more disposed 
to sweep away grocers’ licences than 
any other form of licence; and their 
authority ought not to be hampered. 

On Question whether the words 
proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the Clause, the House divided:— 
Contents, 53; Not-Contents, 38. 
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(E. Ro sebery) 


*THE Lorp Bishop oF ROCHESTER 
| questioned whether the words in the 


*Tur Lorp BisHor or WINCHESTER | Clause would be construed to cover the 


proposed a drafting Amendment to sub- | 
Section 4 which would make the last 


words read “ guilty of misconduct in the | 
licensing management of his business | 


under such licence.” 


Amendment moved— 


case referred to by the noble Earl, and 
| suggested the combination with them of 
‘the noble Earl’s words. 


Lorp BELPER said it seemed to him 


that the words covered the case com 
| pletely. 
Amendment, by leave of the House, 


“In pase 5, line 19, after the second ‘ the,’ to 


insert * licensing.’ *_" (The Lord Bishop of 


Winchester. ) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 9, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 10 :— 


THE Eart or WEMYSS said the 
argument in Grand Committee was 
directed against the use of “screens.” 
The words of the Clause were indefinite 
and vague, and did not state from whose 
observation. The words he proposed in 
his Amendment ensured the person 


selling having full opportunity of ob- | 


serving or identifying anyone who was 
either intoxicated,:a “‘ convicted ” person 


| order, 


under the meaning of Clause 6, or a_ 
child messenger under age. 

Amendment moved— 

**In page 5, line 29, to leave out from ‘con- 


ceals’ to ‘for’ in line 30, and to insert ‘the 
person obtaining intoxicating liquor from the 
observation of the person supplying the same.’ ” 
—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lorp BELPER said the concealment 
of the person obtaining intoxicating 
liquor from the observation of the 
person supplying it was only one of 
the objects which the Clause was in- 
tended to meet. If the Amendment 
of the noble Earl were accepted it 
would deprive the justices of the power 
of supervising the structural alterations. 


withdrawn. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS moved to 
amend sub-Nection 4, which provided 
that— 


“On any apptication for the renewal of a 

licence for the sale by retail of intoxicating 
liquors to be consumed on the premises, the 
licensing justices may require a plan of the 
premises to be produced betore them. . . and 
on renewing any such licence they may, by 
direct that, within a time fixed by the 
order, such alterations as the +y think reasonably 
necessary to secure the proper control of the 
business, ete.” 
He moved to omit the words * they think 
reasonably necessary to secure the proper 
control of the business,” and to insert 
“may be necessary for the due observance 
of the law.” He did not think it was 
legitimate for magistrates to interfere 
with the conduct of the licence holders 
business except where the law was 
violated. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In page 6, line 12, to leave out from ‘as’ 
to ‘shall’ in line 14, and to insert ‘may 
be necessary for the due observance of the 
law.’ se: °"—(The E Sarl of Wemyss.) 


Lorp BELPER said this Amendment 
was moved and objected to in the House 
of Commons, and the words in the 
Clause were accepted as a reasonable 
compromise. The words proposed by 
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the Amendment were very vague. It 
was impossible to know exactly what 
kind of alterations would be covered by 
the words in the Amendment and, in 
the circumstances, he hoped the House 
would adhere to the Clause as it stood. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*THE LorD Bishop or WINCHESTER 
proposed an Amendment empowering 
the justices to direct that such alterations 
should be made in that part oi the 
premises where intoxicating liquor was 
sold or consumed, “ or which is used as 
a means of communication between such 
part and any street or other public way.” 
He should have thought that in the 
second part of the Clause it was as neces- 
sary to have some proper description of 
the public-house as it was in the first 
part. 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 15, after ‘consumed’ to 
insert ‘or which is used as a means of com- 
munication between such part and any street 
or other public way.’”—(The Lord Bishop of 


Winchester. ) 


Lorp BELPER said that if the words 
in the Amendment were introduced they 
might give rise to a number of difficult 
questions. The object of the Clause 
was to give the justices control over the 
structure of those parts of the premises 
where intoxicating liquors were sold and 
consumed. In many cases it might 
happen that the communication to the 
street was not under the control of 
the licence-holder at all. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


LorD BELPER moved an Amendment 
which would makethe order of the justices 
subject to an appeal to a Court of Quarter 
Sessions as provided by the Alehouse Act, 
1828. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 6, line 16, after ‘sessions’ to 
insert ‘as provided by the Alehouse Act, 
1828.’ —(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Tite Eart or WEMYSS proposed an 
Amendment to the effect that if any 
such order for structural alterations was 
taade and complied with “ or reversed 
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Bill. 


on appeal” no further requisition tor the 
alteration should be made within the 
next five years. He said it was obviously 
unfair that if the justices had made an 
order which had _ been successfully 
appealed against, they should be able 
annually to put the licence holder to 
trouble and expense on a matter already 
adjudicated upon. 
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Amendment moved— 

“In page 6, line 17, after ‘with’ to insert 
‘or reversed on appeal.?” — Zhe Earl of 
Wemyss.) 

Lorp BELPER did not think the 
point raised was one likely to happen. 
He was unable to accept the Amendment, 
for if one particular order had been 
reversed the words of the noble earl 
would prevent any other order of a 
smaller character being made in respect 
of structural alterations. 


THE Eart oF WEMYSS was strongly 
in favour of the words, but in face of 
the opposition to them he withdrew the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp BELPER proposed two 
drafting Amendments to the end of the 
sub-section, which read as follows— 

“* Tf any such order is not complied with the 
licensed person shall, on summary conviction, 
be liable to a fine not exceeding 20s. for every 
day during which the default continues. 


The first Amendment was— 


**To omit the words ‘ any such 0: 
complied with.’ ” 


er is not 


The second was— 
‘“‘To insert after ‘ person,’ the words * makes 
default in complying with any such order.’ ” 


Amendments agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER said the sub-section 
standing in his name had been asked 
for by the liquor trade, and was a 
reasonable provision. 


Amendment moved— 


** After line 22, to insert as a new sub-section: 
*(5) Notice of any order under this section 
shall be forthwith given by the clerk to the 
owner of the premises in respect of which the 
order is made.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 11 agreed to. 

Clause 12 :— 


* THe Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER 





of licensing justices 
“Shall, as solicitor or agent for any person, 
conduct or act in any application for or in 
respect of a licenee or any other proceedings 
whatsoever under the Licensing Acts, at any 
licensing or petty sessions held for the district 
for which he is the clerk, except so far as reli ates 
to the preparation of notices or forms, ete.’ 

He moved as an Amendment— 


* The insertion of the words ‘ or any adjoining 
distric t between ‘clerk’ and ‘ except. 


He said the matter had been before 
the House on former occasions, and was 
the subject of discussion last year. It 
came out in evidence before the Royal 
Commission that in the case of two 
adjoining divisions served by the same 
Brewery Company, the magistrates’ clerk 
in division A, acted in all the company’s 
cases in division B, and the magistrates’ 
clerk in division B. acted in division A. 
This enabled the Brewery Company to 
secure by what could hardly be called 
legitimate means, the interest of the 
magistrates clerk in all their cases. 


Amendment moved—- 


‘clerk,’ 


“In pave 6, line 32, after 
”*_(The 


‘or any adjoining district.’ 
Bishop ot Wvnchester.) 


Lord 


EakL BATHURST said this Clause had 


had a very chequered career in another | 


place, and he thought that the Amend- 
ment was unnecessary because it would 
do no good for the cause of temperance 
for which the Bill was introduced. So 
far as the magistrates’ clerks were con- 


{LORDS} 


Bill. 748 
Viscount CROSS also expressed the 


‘opinion that the Amendment would 


inflict hardship on justices’ clerks. It 


| was not, he reminded their Lordships, a 


very easy task to obtain such clerks as 
were required, and this Amendment 


E LC ( ' would considerably increase that diffi- 
said this Clause provided that no clerk | 


culty by still further limiting the choice. 
He hoped the Amendment would not be 
accepted. 


Lorp HENEAGE supported the 
Amendment, which he thought a very 
reasonable one. If justices could not 
be trusted to shield themselves from the 


| influence of their own clerks, they ought 
/not to be subjected to the influence of 


the same clerks in other divisions of 
their district. The same justices sat on 
different Benches very frequently, and 
magistrates’ clerks were very much con- 
nected one with another. 


Lorp BELPER thought it was going 
far to disqualify a man from acting in 
any district besides the one for which 
he was clerk. It could hardly be as- 
sumed that the clerk would corruptly 
influence the Bench by acting outside 
the area in which he was magistrate’s 
clerk. Such an argument was_ ex- 
tremely far-fetched. Besides, to pass 


| such an Amendment would be to seri- 


to insert | 


ously restrict the incomes of the clerks. 
In the case of the Bench upon which 
he sat, such an Amendment would have 


' the effect of preventing the magistrate’s 


cerned. it would place them in a very | 


awkward position, and they would have 
either to sacrifice their position or give 
up the greater part of their private 
practice as solicitors. In the Cirencester 
Division, in which he acted as a magis- 
trate, the magistrates’ clerk would, if the 
Amendment was accepted, either have 
to resign or give up his private work in 
nine towns. He did not think that any 
influence which the licensing clerk could 
bring to bear on the licensing magistrates | 


‘elerk acting as a 


Q solicitor in three 
counties. As the noble Viscount had 
pointed out, it was very important that 
magistrates should be able to command 
the services of the best men they could 
get as clerks, but this Amendment would 
most seriously restrict their choice. 


Eart SPENCER — supported _ the 
Amendment. In dealing with licensing 
matters, everyone should be above 
suspicion, or the least chance of sus- 
picion, and this could not be the case 
if magistrates’ clerks were allowed to 
practise in districts where the magis- 
trates under whom they acted went. 
No doubt the petty sessional clerk did 
not rule the magistrates, but he was 
/a person of great importance in the 
public eye, and of great importance to 


would result in extra licences being given. | the magistrates, and it was of the high- 
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est value that he should not be sup- 
posed to be interested in any case that 
was brought before the magistrates. 
He agreed that it was desirable to get 
the best men for these posts, but he 
would not despair of succeeding, though 
he admitted that it might be necessary 
to raise salaries for that purpose. He 
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would prefer having to deal with that 
question than to leave the Clause as it 
stood in the Biil without the Amend- 
ment. 


On Question, that the proposed words 
stand part of the Clause, the House 
divided : Contents, 23 ; Not-Contents, 62. 


CONTENTS, 


Canterbury, L. Abp. | Gordon, V. 


Camperdown, E. 
Carlisle, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Northbrook, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Stamford, E. 


[Teller.] 


Burghclere, L. 
Denman, L. 


(E. Aberdeen.) 


| Chichester, L. Bp. 
| Gloucester, L. Bp. 
| St. Albans, L. Bp. | Meldram, L. 

Winchester, L. Bp, 


| Farrer, L. 
| Hatherton, L. 

Heneage, L. 
| Leigh, L. 
(AL. Huntly.) 
| Rosebery, L. (4. Rosebery.) 
Sandhurst, L. [Ted/er. | 
Tweedmouth, L. 
' Wandsworth, L. 





NON-CONTENTS., 


Powis, E. 

Saint Germans, 
Stradbroke, E. 
Vane, E. 
Waldegrave, E. 
Yarborough, E. 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Norfolk, D. (2. Marshal.) 
Grafton, D. 

Portland, D. 

Wellington, D. 

Cross, V. 
Falkland, V. 
Goschen, V. 
Knutsford, V. 


Camden, M. 


Pembrokeand Montgomery, E. 
(L. Steward.) 
Bathurst, E. 
Cawdor, E. 
Dartmouth, E. 
Doneaster, E. (D. 


Allerton, L. 
Ashbourne, L. 


Buccleuch Belper, L. 


(WU. Londonderry.) 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


Culville of Culross, L. 
E. Congleton, L. 
Davey, L. 
Dawnay, L. 
Foley, L. 
James, L. 
Killanin, L. 
Kintore, L. 
Lamington, 
Lawrence, L. 
Lindley, L. 
Mostyn, L. 
Newton, L. 
Robertson, L. 
St. Levan, L. 
Sinelair, L. 


( V. Downe .) 
[ Leller. } 


(EZ. Kintore. 


de 


— 


and Queensberry.) Boyle, L. (&. Cork and Tredegar, L. 
Dudley, E. Orrery.) Ventry, L. 
Feversham, E. Calthorpe, L. Wemyss, L. (£. Wemyss.) 
Haddington, E. Churehill, L. [Tedler.] Windsor, L. 


Clements, L. 
Clonbrock, L. 
Colchester, L. 
Coleridge, L. 


Hardwicke, E. 
Mayo, E. 
Morley, E. 
Onslow, E. 


Amendment negatived. | 


*Tue Lorp Bishop oF WINCHESTER | 
moved an Amendment to provide that | 
magistrates’ clerks should be required | 
to secure the consent of the licensing 
justices to their preparing notices or. 
forms. A solicitor to a great brewing | 
company had stated not long ago that | 
he never prepared any notices or forms | 
himself, but always gave this work to! 
the justices’ clerks in the various dis- 
tricts, in order, of course, to secure their 
weight upon his side. That being so, it 
should, at the very least, be obligatory on 
the clerk to let those who had the decision 
in the matter know that he had been 
employed to draw up the notices. 





(E. Leitrim.) 


Wrottesley, L. 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*In line 33, after ‘ preparation, to insert 
‘with the consent of the licensing justices.’ ” 
—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lorp BELPER said the Amendment 
was not a very important one. The 
Government thought that, for the con- 
venience of everybody, the clerks should 
be allowed to prepare the notices and 
forms without any application to the 
magistrates. 


*Tus LorD BisHop or WINCHESTER 
said he did not propose to press the 
Amendment to a division, but he was 
not convinced by the noble Lord's 
argument. 
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Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 12 agreed to. 


Clause 13 amended and agreed to. 


Clause 14 agreed to. 


Clause 15 :— 


*THe Lorp BisHor oF WINCHESTER 


moved to insert words to deal with 
the question of bogus agreements, 
where, on a proposed transfer, one 


agreement was produced to the 
inagistrates, while the agreement which 
in tact governed the conditions under 
which the House was held was kept in 
the background. His object was to 
compel the production of dcecuments 
which were now often withheld and 
to put an end to bogus agreements. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 8. line 26, to leave out from the 
second the? to ‘and’ in line 27, and to 
insert ‘tenancy, agreement, or other assurance 
under which the licensed premises are to be 
vested in the applicant.’”—(The Lord Bishop 
of Winchester.) 


LorpD BELPER thought the clause as 
it stood secured the object, the justices 
having statutory powers of calling for 
any agreement. 


Amendment, 
withdrawn. 


by leave of the House, 


Lorp DAVEY pointed out that the | 


document under which the licence was 
transferred was frequently not an agree- 
ment but the lease itself, which was not, 
strictly speaking, an agreement. 


Amendment moved— 


“In line 26, after the word ‘agreement, to 
insert ‘or other assurance.’ ’ —(Lord Davey.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


*THE Lorp BisHorp or WINCHESTER 
moved the insertion of a proviso. He 
understood that, in the view of the 
Government, the words were unnecessary, 
but he proposed them in order to make 
impossible the existence of these secret 
agreements which were the governing 
thing between the owner of the house | 
and the tenant. 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 752 
Amendment moved— 


“In line 33, after ‘both,’ to insert ‘the 
tenancy, agreement, or other assurance to be 
produced under thissub-section shall be deemed 
to contain the terms of the proposed transferee’s 
interest in the licensed premises, and any 
additional, subsequent, or collateral agreement 
or defeasance shail be void and of no effect.’ 
—(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lorp COLERIDGE hoped the right 
rey. prelate would insist on his Amend- 
ment, the insertion of which would en- 
able the real relationship between the 
parties to be known, and would make 
clear to the justices the grounds on which 
they were granting a licence. 


Lorp BELPER said he could not 
accept the Amendment, which was in the 
nature of a restriction between landlord 
and tenant. 


*THEe Lorp BisHor oF WINCHESTER 
said that the desire was to make it clear 
that the magistrates had the whole agree. 
ment before them, and that nothing was 
being kept back. 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of HAtspurY) said that this was an 
interference with the ordinary course of 
business. If the applicant, for example, 
did not produce a mortgage the Amend- 
ment would make that mortgage void. 


Amendment negatived. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to 
Clause 16 :— 


Lorp HENEAGE 


ment— 


moved an Amend- 


** Providing that, where there is no sitting 
of a Petty Sessional Court within ‘a reasonable 
time previous to the day,’ an occasional licence 
nay be given by any two justices acting for 
the Division and sitting together. 

'He moved that Amendment to take 
the place of the words of the Bill which 
fixed the limit at “seven days.” In some 
few exceptional cases the Bill would 
/bear very hardly on the licence-holder. 
For instance, in the case of a cricket 
match, which had to be arranged hur- 
riedly, a licence would be required in 
order to supply a luncheon on the field, 
and that could not be obtained if a Petty 
Sessional Court were to be held within 
seven days of the application. He asked 
for some relaxation to be given to the 
| proviso. 
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Amendment moved— 


“In lines 23 and 24, to leave out ‘seven days 
of the time and to insert ‘a reasonable time 
previous to the day.’” —(Lord Heneage.) 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS said that in 
Scotland, in a case such as the noble 
Lord had referred to, the signature of 
two justices was sufficient for an occa- 
sional licence. 

Lorp BELPER said he was unable to 
accept the Amendment owing to its 
vagueness. But he would be willing to 
alter the time from seven to three days, 
which he thought would meet even the 
most extreme case. 


Lorp HENEAGE 


vested alteration. 


accepted the sug- 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Amendment moved 


“Tn line 23, to leave out 
‘three.’ ~ Lord Be lp Vv.) 


‘seven’ and to insert 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 17 agreed to. 

*Tue Lorp Bisnor or WINCHESTER 
moved the insertion of a new clause. 
He said that if a man applied at present 
fora new licence he was bound under 
the law to give such notice as would 
render it possible for the inhabitants of 
the district to take any objection they 
liked, But if he applied for the transfer 
of a licence from his old premises to new 
premises theapplication was often granted 
without the inhabitants in the neighbour- 
hood of the newly-licensed house having 
any opportunity of objecting. It was in 
order to meet these cases that he moved 
his Amendment 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 7, to insert as a new clause: 
—l7,. In respect of an application for the 
transfer or removal! of a licence under Section 
4or Section 14 of the Alehouse Act, 1828, to 
other premises not theretofore licensed for the 
sale of the same kind of intoxicating liquor, 
the applicant shall give the like notices and 
deposit the like plans as are requisite in the 
case of an application for a new licence. 

Provided always that in any ease where | 
licensed premises have been by fire, tempest, | 
or other unforeseen and unavoidable calamity | 


rendered unfit for the reception of travellers | 


{21 JuLy 1902} 


Bill. 


and for the other iegal purposes of an inn, 
the licensing justices may, in their discretion, 
for good cause shown, dispense with the 
observance of these regulations in any par- 
ticnlar case if, in their opinion, such notice< 
have been given as are reasonable under the 
circumstances of the particular case.”—(Ti. 
Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 
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Lorp BELPER said the right Rey. 
Prelate was inaccurate when he stated 
that there was no means of the inhabi- 
tants of a locality knowing that an 
application was being made for the 
transfer of alicence. The only difference 
in the amount of notice in the case of an 
application for a new licence and in that 
for a transfer was, that it was not 
necessary in the latter case to advertise 
in a newspaper. But in the case of a 
transfer it was equally necessary that, 
fourteen days before the application was 
made, notice should be served on the 
overseers of the parish, and on the 
superintendent of police, and also that 
on one Sunday prior to the date of the 
application, a notice should be affixed on 
the door of the new premises and on the 
door of the Parish Church. Therefore 
there was full and sufficient notice given 
to the people in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood. He hoped the right Rey. 
Prelate would not press his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the House. 
withdrawn. 


Clause 18 :— 


*TuHE LorD Bishop or WINCHESTER 
moved an Amendment to provide that 
an application for the confirmation of 
the grant of a licence should not be 
heard until twenty-one days had expired. 
He said it had been abundantly brought 
out before the Royal Commission that 
the confirmation of a licence had taken 
place on the same day as the hearing of 
the original application. He hoped the 
Amendment would be accepted, as it 
evidently carried out the intention of the 


Government: 


Amendment moved-— 

‘In page 10, line 3, to leave out from ‘(1) 
to ‘confirmed,’ and to insert ‘an application 
for the confirmation of the grant of a licence 
shall not be heard.’” —(The Lord Bishop of Win- 


| chester.) 


Lorp BELPER ae*onte! the Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 18, as amended, agreed to. 


THe Eart or WEMYSS proposed to 
add a new Clause. The view taken by 
the trade was that if the objection was, 
in the opinion of the justices, frivolous 
or vexatious, why should they not have 
the power of granting costs against the 
objector? Under Clause 19 of this Bill 
any justice whose decision was appealed 
against was, in every case, to have his 
costs paid out of the county or borough 
funds. 


Amendment moved— 

“To insert as a new Clause : ‘ The licensing 
justices at the annual or adjourned licensing 
meeting may, in their discretion, grant costs 
against any objector to the renewal or transfer 
of a licence if the said justices consider the 


{LORDS} 


Bill. 756 
Amendment moved— 


‘*To insert as a new Clause: ‘ The provisions 
of Section 22 of the Licensing Act, 1874, as to 
the provisional grant and confirmation of 
licences in respect of new premises for the sale 
of intoxicating liquors to be consumed on the 
premises, shall apply also to licences to sel] 
intoxicating liquors for consumption off the 
premises.’ °—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lord BELPER said that in the case 
of a grocer’s licence there was no reason 
why the applicant should not wait til] 
the premises were finished; it could 
make little difference in his chance of 
getting a licence. On the whole, the 
Government saw no reason for offering 
increased facilities with regard . these 


objection to be of a frivolous or vexatious | 


character.’ °—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lorp BELPER opposed the Clause. 
He said he was informed that the real 
objection to giving this power was that 
the power to impose costs was never 
exercised except by a judicial court. 
Moreover, it was not desirable to limit 
freedom of discussion as to the propriety 
of renewing or transferring a licence, or 

hinder people by such a_ provision 
from expressing their views as to the 
needs of the locality in the matter. It 
would be difficult, considering how much 
people’s opinions varied on these matters, 
to say what was a frivolous objection. 


Amendment negatived. 


THe Eart or WEMYSS said there 
seemed no reason why the convenience 
of an application for a provisional grant 
on the production of plans should be 
withheld from those applying for an off- 
licence. There could be no reason 
against such a proposal, now that all 
new off-licences were to be brought 
under the discretion of the magistrates. 
It therefore appeared absurd that an 
applicant should have first to build his 
premises and then apply for a licence. 
The inconvenience was slight when there 
was a limited power of refusal ; with the 
change in the law the inconvenience 
would become ahardship. He hoped 
the noble Lord representing the Home 
Office would be able to see his way to 
accept the Amendment. 


off-licences, which seemed to be the 
object of the Amendment. 

Amendment negatived. 

Clause 19 :-— 

Lorp BELPER moved to substitute 


the words “cannot be” for the words 
“are not’ in the sentence “all cost and 
charges which are not recovered from 
any other person.” 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 10, line 16, to leave out ‘are not 
and to insert ‘ cannot he.’ °—(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER moved to add at the 
end of Clause 19 the words contained 
in his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In line 19, after ‘accounts,’ to insert 
‘The order of the Appellate Court may be 
made either at the sessions when the appeal 
is heard, or at the next ensuing sessions, and 
the costs may be taxed either in or out of 
sessions.’ ”"—( Lord Be dyn 7.) 


Amendment agreed to— 
Clause 19, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 20 :— 


*Tue Lorp Bisnor or WINCHESTER 
said the Clause provided that no meeting 
of justices in petty or special sessions 
should be held on licensed premises 
aiter March, 1910. He moved the 

| shortening of the date to 1907. 
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157 Licensing 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 10, line 21, to leave out ‘ten’ 
and to insert ‘seven.’”-—(The Lord Bishop 
of Winchester.) 


Lorp BELPER said the Government 
had no objection to this Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Tue Lorp BisHop oF WINCHESTER, 
referring to the provision that no inquest 
should be held on licensed premises when 
other suita ble premises had been provided, 
lesired to add “or are available on 
reasonable terms.” 


Amendment moved— 
“In line 26, after 
ie available on reasonable 
Lord Bishop of Wincheste i.) 


to insert ‘or 


"(The 


7 provided ‘ 
terms.’ 


Lorp BELPER could not accept this 
Amendment. It would be impossible 
ior coroners’ inquests to be hung up 
while a search was being made to 
certain’ whether there were premises 
btainable on reasonable terms. The 
Clause went quite as far as was possible 
n prohibiting licensed premises being 
ase! where other suitable premises were 
wailable. 
Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 

Clause 20, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 21 agreed to. 

Tue Earn or HARDWICKE moved 
toinsert a new Clause on behalf of the 
Under Secretary of State for War. He 
explained that regimental canteens run 
by the regimental authorities them- 
selves did not require licences or certifi- 
cates from the justices, but at present 
canteens that were worked by civilian 
contractors, under agreement with the 
regiments concerned, did require 
licences. The Amendment was framed 
0 as to avoid the necessity of regiments 
having to get licences when they wished 
to make agreements to hand over their 
canteens to be managed by contractors. 


Amendment moved— 


“ Toinsert as anew Clause :—Notwithstand- 
ing {any ehactment to the contrary, it shall not 
be necessary for a person holding a canteen 
der the authority of a Secretary of State or 
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of the Admiralty to obtain a justice’s licence 
or certificate to enable him to obtain or hold 
any excise licence for the sale of any intoxi- 
cating liquor, and an excise licence may be 
granted to any such person accordingly.”— 
(The Earl of Nardicicke.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 22 agreed to. 


Clause 23 amended and agreed to. 
Clauses 24 and 25 agreed to. 
Clause 26 :— 


*THE Lorp Bisnor or WINCHESTER 
moved to insert ‘‘if it thinks fit” after the 
words “any person may ” in Clause 26, 
which provided that ‘‘ where a club has 
been registered in pursuance of this Act 
a Court of summary jurisdiction, on 
complaint in writing by any person, may 
make an order directing the club to be 
struck off the register on all or any”’ 
of the grounds set out in the sub- 
sections. The object of the Amendiment 
was, he said, merely to mark clear that 
the Court had a discretion in the matter. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 12, line 20, after 
‘if it thinks fit.?”—( The 
Winchester. ) 


‘may’ to insert 


Lord Bishop of 


said the Government 
very 


Lorp BELPER 
regarded the Amendment as a 
necessary one, and they accepted it. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Tue Lorp BisHorp or WINCHESTER 
then moved to omit Sub-section (e) “ that 
persons are habitually admitted to the 
privileges of the club who are not members 
or entitled under the rules of the club to 
the privileges of members; or” and to 
substitute for it the words in his Amend- 
ment as one of the grounds for striking a 
club off the register. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out lines 29 to 31, and to insert 
members are 


‘that persons who are not 
habitually admitted to the club for the 
purpose of obtaining intoxicating liquor; 


or.’ —(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Lorp BELPER said he would accept 
the Amendment if the word “ merely” 


| was inserted after the word “club.” 


2F 
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*Txe Lorp Bisuor or WINCHESTER which are applicable thereto have been 
would not resist the insertion, although | complied with, viz :— 
he thought such a word as “merely’| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


would to some extent spoil the Clause. | (No. 7) Bill [Lords], 
For example, a man might urge that, if! Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
he sat down, he had gone into the club | (No. 8) Bill [Lords], 


to rest, and not “merely” for the purpose | Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
of obtaining intoxicating liquor. (No. 1) Bill [Lords], 
| Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


Amendment, as amended, agreed to. : : 
second time tomorrow. 


Drafti Amendment agreed to. 
ee a CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


_ Tae Ear, or WEMYSS moved the) 5 on worcesTERSHIRE WATER BILL 
insertion of an additional ground for 


striking a club off the register. and said NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
it was undeniable that off-supply at, POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


| 
some clubs was much abused. | Lords Amendments considered, and 
| 


Amendment moved— agreed to. 


‘‘In page 12, line 39, after Sub-Section (2) to oe p P eee 
insert asa new Sub-Section,(7) that abuses have CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL 


arisen from the supply of intoxicating liquors | [Lorps]. 


to members on the premises for consumption off | R ° . : 
aig “we peg | Read the third time 
the premises.”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) | hird time, and passed, with 
. , Amendments. 


| 
>) 723 bf > 
Lorp BELPER said this Amendment ‘SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDoy 
was covered by one of the sub-sections |" (HATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
dealing with the proper management of | BILL [Lorps]. 


the club. Verbal Amendments made (King’s 
Amendment, by leave of the House, | consent signified); Bill read the third 
withdrawn. | time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Clause 26, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining Clauses and Schedule | ; 
ontunual ° As amended, considered; a Clause 
greed to. : 
Bill a oe added ; Amendments made; Bill to be 
= eee Oe Oe | vend the thied time 
Committee, and to be printed as | 
amended. [No. 158.] 


CONSETT WATER BILL [Lorps]. 


| FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE 


House adjourned at a quarter | MENT BILL [Lorps]. 
before Eight o’clock till To- | } si 
morrow, half-past Teno’clock. | As amended, considered ; to be read 


| the third time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. (| yagrincs TRAMWAYS BILL [Loew 
Monday, 21st July, 1902. | [NoT AMENDED]. 
— | Considered ; to be read the third time. 
The House met at Two of the clock. | 
ees | RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
BUSINESS. | As amended, considered ; Amendments 
—- | made; Bill to be read the third time. 
remem Sees, Ms leery 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH), ~— % —_ My oh A a (Lona 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table! Considered ; to be read the third time 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
case of the following Bills, originating in WATER BILL [Lorps]. 
the Lords, and referred on the First; As amended, considered ; Amendment: 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
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Returns, 


\BERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lorps], 


pORTPATRICK AND WIGTOWNSHIRE 
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JOINT RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMA.- | 


TION BILL. 
Considered ; to be read the third time 
upon Wednesday. 





PETITIONS. 
BURIAL FEES IN 
PARISH CEMETERY AT TOOTING. 
Petition from Lambeth, for alteration 
af law ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Kettering; 

Darwen ; and Truro; to lie upon the 

Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Petitions for alteration: From Bolney ; 

Bristol (two); Dolbenmaen; Darwen; 
Wellington; Bury St. Edmunds; 
Birstall; East Hull; Newport (Isle of 
Wight); Bourton; Bradford; and 
Gresford ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON WATER BILL. 


Petition from Woolwich, for alteration ; 
tolie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
Paper [presented 18th July] to be 
printed. [No. 283.] 


APPLICATIONS FOR MUNICIPAL 
CHARTERS. 

Return [presented 18th July] to be 

printed. [No. 284.] 


SALMON FISHERIES (ROYAL COM- 


MISSION). 

Copy presented. of Report of the 
Commissioners on Salmon Fisheries (Part 
|, Report and Maps) [by Command]; to 
le upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
frineipal Chemist upon the work of the 
Government Laboratory for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902, with Appendices 
by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


{21 Juty 1902} 
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| IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION 
AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BRITAIN 
| AND IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
|fordered 14th April; Mr. Joseph A. 
| Pease]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 285.] 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual Account presented, of Receipts 
/and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th June, Mr. Grant Lawson| ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 286.] 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 

Copy presented, of Thirty - eighth 
Annual Report on Alkali, ete., Works, 
by the Chief Inspector, being for 1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 287.] 


CENSUS OF IRELAND, 1901. 

Copy presented, of Census of Ireland, 
Part II., General Report, with Lllus- 
trative Maps and Diagrams, Tables, and 
Appendix |by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


NAVAL WORKS. 

Copy presented, of Statement showing 
the total estimated cost of each Work, 
the estimated expenditure thereon to 
31st March, 1902, and the amount 
available to meet expenditure in 1902-3, 
together with the expected date of 
completion [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Report No. 357 
(Northern Territories of the Gold Coast, 
Annual Report for 1901) [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2857 to 2859 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


2F2 
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TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 


Return ordered, 
names of Training colleges in Ireland, 
whether under the 
National Board or under local manage- 
ment, on behalf of which application 
was made to the Commissioners 
National Education within the last three 
years to sanction an increase in the 
number of students (King’s scholars) 
which each such college was authorised 
to admit to training; (2) the number ef 
students (King’s scholars) which each 
such college was authorised to admit 
when the above application was made in 
each case; (3) the increased number of 
students (King’s scholars) asked to be 
authorised for admission in each case, 


Questions. 


and the result of each application ; and | 


(4) the names of the Training Colleges 
that applied for equipment grants within 
the last three years, the sums asked for, 
and the result of the application in each 
case.’ —(Mr. T. if. Healy.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


India—Agricultural Shows. 


Mr. WEIR(Ross and Cromarty): To ask | 


the Secretary of State for India, having 
regard to the success which has attended 


the holding of horse shows in India, will | 


the Government consider the expediency 
of holding annual agricultural shows in 
suitable centres with a view to encourage 
agriculture and educate the 


improved methods of farming. 
( Ansurt red hy 


Hamilton.) 


Secretary Lord George 
The utility of agricultural 


shows for the purposes mentioned by the | 


hon. Member is already recognised by 


the Indian Governments ; they are held | 


in the districts whenever the support and 
co-operation of the public can be counted 


on, and there is a reasonable chance of | 
results commensurate with the labour | 


and expense of organising them. 


Indian Irrigation Commission. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will consider the 
expediency of laying upon the Table of 
the House the Report of the Irrigation 
Commission which visited India last 
year. 


(COMMONS} 


‘showing (1) the! 


management of the 


people in| 
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(Answered by Seeretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The Irrigation Commission 
has not yet completed its inquiry. When 
the Report is submitted the expediency 
of laying it on the Table of the House 
will be considered. 


of | 


Exports and Imports. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade, having regard to the 
fact that the excess of the imports oj 


foreign goods over the exports of 
British goods amounted in the six 


months ending 30th June, 1902, to 
£92,545,000, will he state what steps 
His Majesty’s Government has taken or 
has in contemplation to remedy this 
state of matters. 


(Answe red hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Tam 
not prepared to admit that the excess of 
the imports of foreign goods over the 
exports of British goods, which has con- 
tinued for many years, is in itself an evil 
calling for the application of a remedy 
by His Majesty's Government. 


Pauper Domicile—Halifax-Glasgow 

ispute. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board if his attention has been called to 
the action of the Inspector of the Poor 
of the Glasgow Parish in removing from 
Glasgow to Halifax a family of. eight 
paupers named Collins, in view of the 
fact that the statement of Charles Collins 
that he was born in Halifax was shown 
by the Halifax Guardians to be incorrect: 
if he can take any steps to prevent 
ratepayers of Halifax from being .com- 
pelled to maintain those eight paupers in 
the absence of evidence of the man’s birth 
in that parish; if he can say -why the 
paupers were removed before the Scotch 
Local Government Board had replied to 
| the protest of the Halifax Guardians, and 
why the appeal of the latter body was 
not allowed ; and if, in ease the guardians 
send the family back to Glasgow (as the 
man desires), he will give instructions 
that no prosecution of the man shall be 
ordered. 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) The 
| pauper was removed in terms of Section 20 
' the Poor Removal Act, 1862, and the Local 
| Government Board for Scotland have no 
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ower under the Act of 1898, as the 
secretary for Scotland is advised, to 
review the question of fact on which the 
Court proceeded in granting the warrant 
ai removal. Assuming the fact to be 
wrrect, there were no grounds whatever 
yhich would have justified the Local 
Government Board in sustaining an 
appeal. 


Bedwellty Workhouse Chaplain. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : To 
ak the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
jeen called to the neglect of the Bed- 
vellty Board of Guardians to appoint a 
haplain to the union workhouse, as 
reyuired by the Poor Law Consolidated 
Qnler, Art. 153; and, whether, seeing 
that the spiritual interests of the in- 
mates are left in the hands of the Ebbw 
Vale Ministers’ Union, who appear to 
old only occasional services, he proposes 
w take any steps to enforce the law, 
» that the inmates of the workhouse 
‘tall enjoy ministrations of religion as 
required by the Order. 


(Answered by Mr, Long.) Tam aware of 
the cireumstances referred to in the first 
jaragraph of the Question. Iam informed 
that the Vicar of Tredegar or one of his 
uates holds a service in the workhouse 
mee a Week, and that the Nonconformist 
uinisters of Tredegar and Ebbw Vale 
nave made arrangements for the holding 
iservices at the workhouse every Sunday 
atternoon, for which purpose a rota of 
uinisters has been drawn up. The arrange- 
nent, I am told, is that if the minister 
ppointed to attend cannot do so he 
‘hall tind a substitute, but I understand 
that on a recent occasion a substitute did 
uotattend. I understand also that some 
i the inmates are allowed to go out on 
Sundays to attend church or chapel. It 
bes not seem to me to be necessary that 
Ishould interfere in the matter. 


Postal Dispute at Carrickaleese, Cavan. 
Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): To 
sk the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
epresenting the Postmaster General, is 
ie aware that on the 27th March, 1902, 
i letter addressed Miss M. O'Reilly, 
larrickaleese, Ballyconnell, was delivered 
‘0 Margaret Reilly, Carrickaleese, by a 
tural postman of Ballyconnell Post Office, 
ind that when Margaret Reilly opened 
the letter she found it contained a money | 
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order for £12 payable to Mary Reilly, of 
Carrickaleese ; that Margaret Reilly 
thereupon handed back to the rural 


| postman the letter and order and told 


him it was for Mary Reilly, and that 
when the postman arrived at Mary 
Reilly’s residence, in Carrickaleese, she 
had died about an hour previously, and 
that he refused to give the letter to any 
of her friends; and will he state whether 
this postman has been asked for any 
explanation as to what he has done with 
this letter ; and will the postal authorities 
make inquiry as to whether this money 
order for £12 has been paid, and, if so, 
to whom. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
A letter addressed, “Miss M. Reilly, 
Carrickaleese,’’ was, as indicated in the 
hon. Member’s Question, delivered to a 
Miss Margaret Reilly, who, finding it was 
not for her, returned it to the postman, 
The letter, which was not for Mary Reilly, 
and did not contain a money order pay- 
able to her, was subsequently delivered 
to the person for whom it was intended. 


China—British Consular Service. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Foreign Office has 
received a Report from Mr. Tower upon 
the British Consular Service in China ; 
and, if so, will he state the substance of 
this Report, and say whether it is the 
intention of the Government toact upon 
its suggestions. 


(Answered by Viscount Cranborne.) A 
Report has been received from Mr. Tower 
on the Consular Service in China. The 
Report is a valuable one and the sugges- 
tions contained in it will be very useful 
to the Secretary of State, but it is not 
intended to publish its contents at 
present. 


Trawling in Clyde Estuary. 

Mr. WORSLEY-TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool): To ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
under the Herring Fishery (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, British trawlers are excluded 
from a fishing ground of about 600 
square miles in the estuary of the Clyde, 
and from other grounds on the coast of 
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Scotland; that these grounds are open} will arrange that invalid soldiers and 
to, and fished by, foreign trawlers, who | others arriving at Southampton from 
sell their catch in English ports; and | South Africa shall be conveyed to their 
that, in order to escape from the pro-| destinations by the shortest route from 
visions of this Act, British trawlers have | that port, seeing that the present route, 
been transferred to foreign flags, and | via Andover and Cheltenham, involve 
now fish the said grounds under those | many hours extra travelling to thos 
flags; and whether he will consider the | whose homes are in Ireland, Scotland, or 
desirability of taking steps to place | the East of England. 

British trawlers on the same footing as | 


foreign trawlers. (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodvich,,) 


(Answered by Mr. Graham Murray.) | Longer routes, when used, are employed 
The Secretary for Scotland is aware | T the purpose of avoiding transfer in 
of the provisions of the Act referred to, | London and to utilise through carriages, 
and of the difficulty occasioned by the | whereby change of ““— ws 
exclusion of British vessels from areas JUMCtlons 1s avoided. The particular 
open to foreign trawlers; he is algo | Toute mentioned is generally used for the 

5 ‘ins ten : af vf 
aware of the allegation that British Treks agen peti ea ~ oo rl 
trawlers have been transferred to foreign | *T@\°04 Midland counties, and’ Scotland, 
flags in order to escape from the pro- and the railway company invariably gives 
visions of the Act, but he is not aware % Special train or through ee os 
that this applies to the area in the Clyde | P@rtes of twenty and upwards. 
specially referred to in the Question. 

Any action in the matter is subject Colonial Troops at Alexandra Park—Case 
to international considerations; but the of Assault. 

position of the Clyde area will be steadily Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): To ask 
kept in view as well as that of the other the Secretary of State for War whether 


protected waters. his attention has been called to the 
: assault committed on a black soldier by 
Norfolk Evening School Grant. some of the Colonial troops stationed at 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, the Alexandra Palace, on the 10th 
N.): To ask the Vice President of the instant; and will he say whether steps 
Committee of Council on Education have been taken to punish the offenders, 
whether he is aware that the grants for and to compensate the victim for an 
several evening schools in the County of assault which necessitated his being 
Norfolk for the last evening school ses- taken to the hospital tent. 
sion have not yet been paid ; whether 
there is any special reason for this delay ; 
and whether, having regard to the 
necessity of securing the equipment of 
the schools for the forthcoming session, 
he will expedite payment. 


(Answers d hy Mr Neer? tary Brodrick. 
This case is still under investigation. 


Imperial Yeomanry—Furlough. 


(Answered by Sir John Gorst.) There, 518 GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
‘if he will state why the Imperial 
Yeomanry employed in 1899 were not 
given a furlough of thirty days, as wa 
the case with the Yeomanry employed 
in 1900 and 1901. 


are ninety-three evening schools in the 
County of Norfolk ; applications for pay- 
ment have been received on account of 
eighty-four schools; payment of the 
grant has been made by the Board of | 
Education in respect of eighty-twoschools 
and two applications are under considera: | 
don. | (Answers d by Mr. Secre tary Brodrick.) My 
South African War—Conveyance Home (hon. friend has been misinformed. 
of Invalid Soldiers. All Imperial Yeomen on the higher rate 
Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- | of pay have been treated alike as 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the | gards furlough; none of them have beet 
Secretary of State for War whether he| given thirty days. 
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Questions. 


Volunteers—Company Training. 

Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Limehouse): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that in the greater number of Volunteer 
regiments the new regulations have been 
disregarded as regards company training, 
and that the majority of regiments are 
sili carrying on company drills in drill 
halls as formerly ; and will he see that 
some marked differentiation is made be- 
tween the corps which have thoroughly 
carried out the new regulations and 
those which have not done so. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick): 
No information to this effect has reached 
me. 

South Africa—Military Officers and 

Political Controversies. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire: 
Rusheliffe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the military commandant at Cradock, 
Cape Colony, Captain H. Wilson, ap- 
peared at a public meeting which was 
held there on 20th June last for the 


delivery of an address by Mr. Douglass | 
(one of the Cape Ministers) against the 


suggested suspension of the Cape Con- 
stitution, and towards the close of the 
meeting made a speech in which he 
accused Mr. Douglass of deliberate un- 
truth ; and whether care will be taken 
that commandants and other military 
officers do not take part in public meet- 
ings of a political nature or in any 
way mix in the discussion of political 
questions. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
! have no information on this matter, 
but will make inquiry. 

Martial Law. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can 
the rules and regulations based upon it 


Colonies of the Cape and Natal. 
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now state when martial law and | 
. . * . | 
will come to an end in the self-governing | 
| W.R., Morley): To ask the First Lord 
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martial law is being carefully considered 
| by the authorities concerned. 


Questions. 


Breaking up of Refugee Camps. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
persons who have been confined in the 
camps established by the military 
authorities in South Africa on grounds 
which may be regarded as political have 
now permission to leave and rejoin their 
families and homes; whether there is 
now free communication between those 
still in the camps and the outside world 
| by letter and otherwise ; and is the 
| breaking up of such camps progressing 
as fast as circumstances permit. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The camps are being reduced as rapidly 
as possible, and all persons able to 
| maintain themselves have been allowed 
|toleave. The camps are being used as 
| bases of supply and starting points for 
| the repatriation of the burghers. As tar 
'as I am aware there is free communica- 
tion with persons outside the camps. 





Volunteers and the Coronation. 
Captain BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
| field): To ask the Secretary of State tor 
| War whether those Volunteer regiments 
|in the London Brigades who have been 
|ordered to train at Salisbury Plain on 
‘the 2nd August will be allowed to return 
|on the 8th, instead of the 9th, should 
| the Coronation take place on that day. 


(Answered hy Vr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
\If these Volunteers go into camp on 
| Saturday, 2nd August, as proposed, they 
will finish the period of 144 hours 
| required on Friday, 8th August, and can 
| return to London on Friday night. The 


| y 
jease of any Volunteer who does not 


complete the full period of 144 hours can 
| be considered under Paragraph 5774 of 


the Volunteer Regulations. 


Education Act, 1901—Proposed Renewal. 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire) 


of the Treasury what steps the Govern- 


(dnswered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | ment propose to take to re-enact the 
Martial law is being held in abeyance in| Education Act of 1901 for a further 


Cape Colony, and is only to be employed 
at the instigation of the Cape Govern- 


twelve months to ensure the continuance 


| of the evening schools, science and art 


ment. As regards Natal the principal | classes, and pupil teacher centres after 


restrictions have been already removed. 
The subject of the total abolition of 


the expiration of the Act of 1901; and 
whether its scope can be enlarged to 
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permit of the establishment of new 


classes for the coming winter. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) A Bill | 


is now before Parliament which will enable 
schools or classes dealt with by the 
legislation of last year to be continued. 


Communications between Imperial 
Government and Transvaal and Orange 
Pree State Governments. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, during the war 
in South Africa, the Government 
received any communication whatever 
from either the Governments of the 
Transvaal and Orange Free State which 
have not yet been laid onthe Table of 
the House. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) J 
understand that the following appears 
to be the only correspondence which has 
not been laid betore Parliament :— 

State Secretary, South African Republic, 
Pretoria, to Lord Salisbury. 
(Received, Foreign Ottice, 7.30 a.m., 5th 
November, 1899.) 

Telegram. 

(Translation.) 

As there are now many English troops here 
prisoners of war, and your Government pre- 
vents the importation of food stuffs into this 
Republic, I ask you to give instructions for 
provisions to be allowed to reach the prisoners ; 
the blame will be on you if we, to our shame, 
should be driven to feed the prisoners, the 
number of whom is greater than had been 
anticipated, on mealie porridge, which has not 
yet been done. 

Mr. Chamberlain to the State Secretary, 

Pretoria. 
16th November, 


(Sent 4.15 p.m., 1899. ) 


Telegram. 

Three days before the receipt of your tele- 
gram respecting food supplies Her Majesty's 
Government had given instructions for the 
removal of the restrictions on the importation 
of food stuffs into the South African Republic 
which had been imposed by the British authori- 
ties in South Africa. 

State Secretary, Pretoria, to Lord Salisbury, 
Minister of Foreign Afiairs, London. 
(Received, 11.50 p.m., 20th November, 1899. 
(Translation. ) Pretoria, 11.25 a.m., 

20th November, 1899. 
Telegram. 

| | have the honour toinform your Excellency 
that I have received the following telegram, 
signed, ** Chamberlain ” :-— 





} No answer was sent to this telegram. 
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Begins: 16th November. Three days before 
the rec eipt of your telegram respecting 
food supplies, Her Majesty’ s Government 
had given instructions for the removal of 
the restrictions on the importation of food 
stuffs into the South African Republic, 
which had been imposed by the British 
authorities in South Africa. Ends. 

I presume that this is an answer to my tele. 

gram of the 2nd instant to your E xcellency, 

This Government would be glad to learn from 

your Excellency whether the declaration i in the 
telegram is true. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 

South African War—General Inquiry. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord oi the 
Treasury whether he is now ina position 
to state when the Royal Commission 
to inquire into the late war in South 
Africa will be appointed, also the 
composition of the Committee and the 
scope ot its investigations. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 


LORD or rHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Barrour, Manchester, E.): The answer 


to the hon. and gallant ‘Member's Question 
is in the negative; but effort 1s being 
made to complete the necessary arrange- 
ments. 


Remount Inquiry—Studdert Case Papers. 

Mr. M‘ KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
War whether, on the appointment of a 
Court of Inquiry to inquire into the 
action of any Department of the War 
Office, the practice exists to refer to the 
Court the papers relating to a case which 
primi facie should be the subject ot 
inquiry ; and, if so, whether he will reter 
the papers in the Studdert case, now 
that; is no longer sw) judice to the 
Court of Inquiry on the action of the 
Remount Department. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
It is not the practice to refer War 
Office ofticial papers to such a Court of 
Inquiry. The Court itself decides what 
papers to ask for. The Studdert case 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
Court of Inquiry on General Truman 
and his Department, who were not 


concerned in it. 
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Sandhurst College—Incendiary Fires 
and Disturbances — Indiscriminate 
Punishment of Cadets. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 

[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

War whether he can state when the 

investigation undertaken by the Com- 

mander-in-Chief into the rustication of 

Sandhurst cadets will be over ; and when 

he will be in a position to communicate 

its results to this House. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I. cannot at 
present state as to when I shall be in a 
osition to give further information on 
this subject. No time is being lost. 


India Office Reception—Cost to India. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
the Auditor of the India Office was 
consulted as to the legality and propriety 
of charging India with the whole cost 
of the reception at the India Office on 
the 4th instant; and whether the 
question of the fair apportionment of 
this charge between the Indian and the 
Imperial ‘Treasuries will be submitted for 


the arbitration of the Lord Chief 
Justice. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Lord G. Haminvon, Middlesex, 
Ealing): As to the legality of the 
charges to which the Question refers, 
there can be no doubt whatever; as to 
its propriety, it is no part of the duty 
of the Auditor of the Accounts of the 
Secretary of State in Council to give an 
opinion. The arbitration of the Lord 
Chief Justice is to be resorted to only 
in cases Where there is a difference of 
opinion between the Treasury and the 
India Office as to the proper incidence 
of acharge ; and in this case there is no 
such difference of opinion. 


The Latin League and the Mediterranean— 
Russia and Morocco. 

Me. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Kegis): 1 beg toask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
His Majesty’s Government have any 
information relative to communications 
between the Governments of Italy, 
France, and Spain, involving overtures 
tor the establishment between those 


three Powers of a so-called Latin League | 
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for regulating or acting upon the 
political situation in the Mediterranean ; 
if so, whether that information shows 
that the suggested league proposes to 
include within its action the future of 
Moroceo ; and whether he can say if the 
communications between the three 
Powers in question have been submitted 
to the Government of Russia. 


(due stions. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Lord CRANBORNE, Rochester): His 
Majesty's Government have no 
knowledge of any such communi- 
cations. 


Waima Arbitration, 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is in a position to in- 
form the House of the nature of the 
award of the arbitrator in the Waima 
case, 


*Lorp CRANBORNE: The arbitrator 


in the Waima case awarded His 
Majesty's Government the sum of 
£9,000. 


Metropolitan Police Uniform. 

Carrain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, with a view to 
saving expense to the public, as wel! 
as increasing the comfort to the men, 
he will consider the advisability of 
issuing from time to time one pair of 
serge trousers to correspond with the 
serge jackets of the Metropolitan Police 
in lieu of a pair of cloth trousers. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuik, Croydon): The trousers sup- 
plied to the police for summer wear are 
made of thin cloth, and I am not aware 
of any general desire that serge should 
be substituted. Nor do I think it 
desirable that this should be done, 
having regard to the exigencies of 
police service, and to the fact that the 
men are exposed to all weathers and 
frequently to rapid and considerable 
changes of temperature. 








-~I 
~I 
or 
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tropolitan Police Pensioners— 
Me Coronation Service. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether he can state what 


arrangements have been made with 
reference to the pensioners of the 
Metropolitan Police who undertook 


to do duty for a period of twenty-eight 
days during the Coronation festivities. 


*Mr. RITCHIE : The fixed period for 
which pensioners volunteered for service 
having expired, they have all left the 


force. 


Auchnashellach Deer Forest. 

Mr. ‘WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he can explain why the acreage 
of the deer forest of Auchnashellach, Ross- 
shire, is stated in the last Return issued 
by the Crown Agent for Scotland as not 
known, whereas in the Parliamentary 
Return issued in 1891 the acreage is given 
as 33,250 acres ; and will he have some 
inquiry made with a view to ascertain the 
present approximate acreage. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
nothing to add to the answer which I 
gave to the hon. Member on Thursday 
ast. T 


Mr. WEIR: But I am now asking a 
definite Question as to a specific deer 
forest. The right hon. Gentleman will 
not reply. Will you, Mr. Speaker, tell 
me what steps I may take in order to 
induce him to answer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must be aware that he has already re- 
ceived a general answer which applies to 
this Question. 


Mr. WEIR: But my Question is as to 
a deer forest of 30,000 acres or more 
which has apparently vanished. 


Scottish Royal Proclamation. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
heg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether the Secretary for Scotland has 
received a memorial from the Convention 
of Royal Burghs asking that the ancient 





t See page &21, 
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rights and privileges of the Royal Burghs 
in regard to Royal Proclamations be 
continued to them; and if it is the in. 
tention of the Department to take any 
steps in the matter with the view of 
conserving the rights of the burghs. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: A 
memorial was received on the 7th instant 
and will be duly considered, but it is not 
possible to make any further statement 
in regard to it. 


Education in Wales. 

Mr. KENYON (Denbigh): I beg to 
ask the Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether, in view 
of alterations which may become necessary 
if the Education Bill passes into law, he 
will lay upon the Table of the House a 
précis of the schemes which have received 
the sanction of the Department under the 
Intermediate Education Act for Wales, 
showing the composition of the county 
governing bodies and the county school 
Committees in the different counties in 


Wales. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT or THe 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge 
University): Yes, the Return will be 
given if moved for. 


Ireland and the Equivalent Grant. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether any determination 
has been arrived at as to the equivalent 
grant to be made to Ireland to balance 
the additional grant to be given in aid 
of public education in England. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 


Bristol, W.): It was decided by Parlia- 
ment in the legislation of 187 that the 
expenditure from the Exchequer on 
education in the three kingdoms should 
dependon,their educational requirements, 
and not on any system of equivalent 
grants. If the Irish Government should 
have any proposals to make with regard 
to further expenditure on education in 
Ireland, of course the Government would 
be disposed to act justly by Ireland in 
the matter. But I may add that it 
does not follow that because a fresh 
grant from the Exchequer is inade fora 
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particular object in one of the three 
kingdoms, that a grant should be made 
for the same object in the others. 
For example, we have proposed this 
session to impose a considerable liability 
on the Exchequer for the purchase of 
congested estates and for marine works 
in Ireland, without making any similar 
proposals for Great Britain. 


Gun Licences in Ireland. 
Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for 


Ireland whether he is aware that at’ 


Naas Petty Sessions on the 7th of July, 
Mr. James Behan, of Blackhall, County 
Kildare, was prosecuted by the Super- 
visor of Inland Revenues for carrying a 
gun on his lands, for the purpose of 
shooting rabbits, without a licence and 
fined £2 10s., although he had a 10s. 
gun licence from the Excise, and was an 


occupier of the land, at Blackhall within | 


the meaning of the Ground Game Act, 
1880 ; will he explain why the presiding 
magistrate stated that the 10s. licence 
only allowed a man to carry a gun for 
the purpose of killing vermin; and 
will he take steps for the fine to be 
returned to this man. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): It is not the fact that Mr. Behan had 
an Exeise gun licence in force on the 
2Ist May, the occasion to which the 
prosecution related. At the hearing Mr. 
Behan admitted the offence, but the fine 
of £2 10s. imposed by the magistrates 
was subsequently, on their recommen- 
dation, reduced by the Board of Inland 
Revenue to £1, The Board see no 
reason for any further mitigation. 

Mr. LEAMY: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not said why the presiding 
Magistrate stated that the 10s. licences 
only allowed a man to carry a gun to kill 
vermin, and not to shoot rabbits. 

Mr. ATKINSON: That was merely 
an abstract opinion. I do not concur 
with it, but I do not think it a matter of 
importance. 

Mr. LEAMY: Well, I think it is. 
School Teachers and the Irish Language. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the rules 
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‘for the examination of teachers in the 


Irish language under the Board of 
National Education in Ireland could be 


' assimilated to the rules for the examina- 


tion of teachers in the Welsh language 
under the Board of Education in England, 
so as to have three separate programmes 


| of fexamination, one on entrance to the 


training colleges, one at the end of the 
first year of training, and one at the end 
of the second year. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
Commissioners of National Education 
have had before them the question of 
prescribing programmes for examination 
in Irish, but they have not yet come to a 
final decision on the matter. The sug- 
gestion in the Question has not been lost 
sight of. 


Newtownhamilton Head Constable. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Head Constable Adderley, 
of Newtownhamilton, County Armagh, is 
in the habit of collecting numbers of 
Protestants every Sunday in the Police 
Barracks for religious demonstrations ; 
and will he say whether such a practice 
is in accordance with the police regula- 
tions, and, if not, will he direct its 
discontinuance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On Sunday, the 
13th instant a few friends spent the 
evening in social intercourse with the 
head constable and his wife on the eve 
of her departure for a holiday. It is to 
be regretted that a public question so 
inquisitorial and so inaccurate in its 
suggestion should have been founded on 
an occurrence of so private and unim- 
peachable a character. 

Warrenpoint Demonstration. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that in answer to a requisl- 
tion from the magistrates of Warren- 
point and Rostrevor for 100 extra police 
ior duty on the 12th July last, 600 
police and 200 soldiers were sent to 
Warrenpoint; and whether he will 
state the grounds upon which a force, 
so largely exceeding that considered 
sufficient by the local magistrates to 
keep the peace, was employed. 

( 


| 
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Mr. MAC VEAGH (Down Co.,S.): With 
whom, in the event of a serious disturb- 
ance, would the responsibility have rested 
—the local magistrates or the Chief 
Secretary : 


Mr WYNDHAM: That is a hypo- 
thetical question. In reply to the Question 
onthe Paper | have to say that the magis- 
trates at Warrenpoint and Rostrevor 
recommended a force of 150 police. 
An ofticer from headquarters was 
sent down to inquire on the spot as 
to the arrangements necessary for the 
maintenance of good order on the 


occasion. He received information 
which made it clear that the extra 
force suggested by the magistrates 


would he totally inadequate, and the 
Inspector General decided that at least 
400 police and 400 military for Rostrevor, 
and 100 police for Warrenpoint, would 
be necessary. Those forces were accord- 
ingly, with tle approval of the Govern- 
ment, ordered, and the meeting at 
Rostrevor having been proclaimed, the 
Inspector General was of opinion that 
this force was still requisite for the 
purpose of enforcing the Proclamation 
in respect to Rostrevor, and maintaining 
the peace both there and at Warrenpoint, 
where « meeting was permitted. He 
is still satistied that the course adopted 
Was necessary. 


Local Taxation (Ireland) Account. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he intends to take any steps 
to have the balance on the Local Taxa- 
tion ([reland) Account, now close on 
£100,000, distributed in relief of rates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. Section 
58 (5) of the Local Government Act, 
1898, provides that any credit balances 
on the Local Taxation Account shall 
be accumulated and applied to meet 
any future deficiency, and _ subject 
thereto, to be applied in such manner 
as Parliament directs. 

Newry Troubles. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
local magistrates have refused informa- 


tions in the case of the Orangeman who 
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was prosecuted at Newry on Monday on 
a charge of firing with intent to maim ; 
and, seeing that the accused was identi- 
fied by four policemen and that no 
evidence was called for the defence, 
whether the Government intends to take 
further steps in this case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: None of the wit- 
nesses examined could prove that the 
accused fired with intent to maim. Such 
a charge is not proved by mere evidence 
of identification. The question of insti- 
tuting further proceedings in the case is 
at pr:sent under consideration. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received any 
official reports from the police as to an 
attack upon a Presbyterian clergyman 
in Newry by a Nationalist mob on 
Saturday last ; and whether he will make 
inquiry into this case. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. No such 


attack was made. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Did not the pub- 
lication of this story in the Belfast news- 
papers result in a serious disturbance in 
the district ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Congested Districts Board Rerort. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state when the Report of the Congested 
Districts Board tor Ireland for the year 
ending 31st March, 1902, will be pub- 
lished. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Report, | 
hope, will be laid on the Table this week. 


Mr. POWER: Will the Report be in 
the hands of hon. Members before we are 
asked to discuss the Vote ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know 
when the Vote is to be taken, but the 
Report will be circulated in the course 
of the next few days. 
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Clifden Harbour Accommodation. 

COLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if his attention 
has been drawn to the resolution of the 
Clifden District Council declaring the 
necessity for a good harbour at Dough- 
veg, Clifden ; if he will take care when 
the Marine Works (Ireland) Bill becomes 
Law that the claims of Clifden will have 
consideration ; will he say if the claim of 
(liiden to harbour accommodation has 
been considered by the Government 
since Clifden was connected with the 
Irish Railway system ; and if these claims 
were pressed on him when he visited 
that town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. But 
until the Bill becomes law the allocation 
of the money provided by it cannot pro- 
fitably be discussed. The reasonable 
claims of Clifden will be considered with 
due regard to the claims from other 
localities;and to the amount of money 
to be made available. 


Labourers’ Cottages in the Nenagh Union. 

Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether his attention has been di- 
rected to a resolution of the Nenagh 
District Council with reference to the 
report received from Mr. Coffey, Local 
Government Inspector, dealing with 
four applications for cottages and plots 
trom labourers in the Castletown Division 
ot Nenagh Union; whether he is aware 
that the Council by their resolution 
disagree with the grounds on which the 
inspector based his report, and whether 
having regard to the fact that they are 
at present living in hovels, and the 
special circumstances of the case of John 
M‘Carthy, he will request the inspector 
to reconsider these cases. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution 
assumes that the applications were re- 
jected because the applicants worked in 
the slate quarries. But this is not so. 
Two cases were rejected on the ground 
that no evidence was produced, as re- 
quired by the Act, to prove that the 
existing houses of the applicants were 
unfit for habitation. A third was dis- 
allowed because there is already a cottage 
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in the locality occupied by a woman who 
is reputedly wealthy. And in the fourth 
case, it was found that the additional 
half-acre plot proposed would inter‘ere 
with an entrance to the land of the 
occupier. 


Lord Lieutenant's Allowance. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal. 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in addition to the 
statutory annual salary of £20,000 a 
year, any allowance or gratuity to an in- 
coming Lord Lieutenant is made: and, if 
so, will he state its amount, and whether it 
is payable under any, and, it so, what 
statutory provision, and out of what 
public fund is it provided; if not secured 
by statute, will he undertake that it will 
be discontinued. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Lord 
Lieutenant receives on appointment an 
allowance of the mysterious sum of 
£2,769 4s. 8d., which, I understand, is 
equivalent to £3,000 in Irish money. It 
is paid out of the Civil Contingency 
Fund. The payment is customary, and 
not statutory. Parliament votes the 
sum, and the amount paid for civil con- 
tingencies is recouped by a Vote in the 
next session. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: If the 
Lord Lieutenant, be a gentleman of large 
wealth, does this allowance go to him? 
Will it be included in a Supplementary 
Estimate ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will come 


,. . 
on next session. 


Irish University Commission. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now state when the 
final Report of the Irish University 
Commission will be presented. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry | 
have not been able to obtain an answer 
to the Question, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man will put it on a later day | hope to 
be able to give him the information. 


Mr. DILLON: I will repeat it this 
day week. 
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Cork Court House and the Irish United 
ague. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I wish to ask the Chief Secretary 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that at the meeting of the 
North Irish League Convention, held the 
other day in County Cork in the County 
Council chamber, immediately after the 
meeting had assembled the High Sheriff 
of the County appeared and stated that 
he had received within the preceding 
quarter of an hour a telegraphic order 
of the authorities to prevent the holding 
of the meeting. He wished to ask 
whether those orders came from the 
right hon. Gentleman and had his 
authority. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I had, as the hon. 
Member admits, no notice of the Ques- 
tion and the official report of the pro- 
ceedings reached me only this morning. 
I should be sorry, without further 
examination, to pronounce an opinion 
which may reflect on any remissness in 
the discharge of his duty by any person. 
But in my opinion a grave scandal 
occurred at Cork from the fact that such 
a meeting was attempted at all in the 
Court House. I may say now that the 
law is that the Court House is in the 
custody of the Sheriff, and that it can 
only be lent by him to the County 
Council. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s 
They belong to the people. 


Co., Birr) : 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Court House 
can only be given to the County Council 
when such transfer does not interfere 
with the administration of justice, and it 
can only be given to the County Council 
for the performance of the proper duties 
of the County Council, and not for any 
political gathering of any kind. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
ask the right hon. Gentleman for any 
expression of opinion. I asked, asa matter 
of fact—it the right hon. Gentleman 
tells me he requires notice, I will give 
it to him formally—but I ask him 
whether the instructions the Sheriff 
received by telegram a quarter of an hour 
before we net were sent by him and with 
his authority. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The first com muni- 
cation reached me officially this morning. 
I have;therefore answered the Question, 
and I felt it my duty to add my opinion 
of what occurred. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But that is 
not a definite answer to a definite 
question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the first official 
information only reached me this morn- 
ing, how could | have sent instructions ? 


Limerick and Tralee Mails. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that since 
the Ist June last the despatch night 
mail leaves Rathkeale and other towns 
on the route between Limerick and 
Tralee about an hour earlier than for- 
merly; and seeing that this causes 
inconvenience to the public, will he state 
whether he intends to take any steps to 
prevent it. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvusTEN CHAMBrER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): It is the case 
that the night mail despatch from Rath- 
keale and other towns on the Limerick 
and Tralee line is now made earlier than 
formerly. As explained to the hon. 
Member in answer to previous questions, 
the Postmaster General was not able to 
come to terms with the railway company, 
and the mail service now afforded is 
the best practicable under the circum- 
stances. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : As I am of 
opinion that the Postmaster General is 
to blame in this matter, I shall raise the 
question on the Estimates. 


Fiscal Policy with the Colonies. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury, with 
reference to the approaching resignation 
of Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to adhere to his fiscal policy as to 
the Colonies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am_ not 
aware that there is any ground for 
_ believing that any policy, such as has 
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been suggested by the Government of 
which my right hon. friend is a Member, 
will be departed from when he has left it. 


Women and Intermediate Education. 
Mr. KENYON: I beg to ask the 
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to Questions, whether he will endeavour 


First Lord of the Treasury, whether, | 


seing that in most of the schemes 
framed for the administration of the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, it 
is provided that a proportion of women 
shall be appointed on the county govern- 
ing bodies, he will see that, in the event 
of the County Councils availing them- 


selves of the option reserved to them in | 


Clause 12, subsection (6), of the Educa- 


tion Bill, of submitting a fresh scheme | 


in lieu of continuing the county govern- 
ing bodies, similar provision shall be 
possible. 


Mere A. J. BALFOUR: 
Bill, as already drawn, will meet my 
hon. friend’s view. There is nothing 
in it to prevent the solution he desires. 


Education Act, 1901—Proposed Renewal. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whether his attention has 
been called to the Education Act (1901) 
(Renewal) Bill, read the first time last 
Thursday, and standing for Second 
Reading tonight. And whether, in 
order to obviate the difficulty created 
by the expiration on 31st July of the 
operations of The Education Act, 1901, 
the Government will take steps to 
ensure its passing into law before 31st 
July. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that this Bill has been introduced by 
the hon. Member, and I should be glad 
to see it passed without controversy 
or difficulty. 


Ministers and Questions. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
having regard to the delay of the 
business of the House of Commons on 
Wednesday and Thursday last by the 
failure of Ministers of the Crown in 
punctual attendance to answer Ques- 
tions, with reference to matters relating 
t» their Departments, in the time 
allotted to the delivery of oral answers 


I think the) 


to ensure for the future the punctual 
attendance of Ministers at Question time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that it is extremely desirable that both 
those who ask and those who answer 
questions should be punctual, and I 
trust that no serious inconvenience has 
ensued from any lapse which may have 
occurred from the high standard which 
has been maintained. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The Ques- 
tion I put on the Paper has been altered. 
I want to know what explanation the 
right hon. Gentleman has to offer of the 
delay. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I presume, 
Sir, the explanation in each case is 
different. 


Expiring School Boards 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
whether any means exist by which the 
necessity for holding school board elec- 
tions this autumn may be obviated ; 
and, if not, whether the Government 
propose to bring in a Bill or take any 
other steps to postpone these. elections 
pending the passing of the Education 
Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend, I have to say that there 
would be no objection to introducing 
into the Education Bill an amendment 
or a new clause rendering School Board 
elections unnecessary; but I doubt 
whether that clause would be of any 
practical import, or would be in time to 
deal with cases which may arise, indeed, 
must arise, next November. As regards 
these cases, I think they can only be 
dealt with in the manner suggested 
in a letter issued by the Department to 
School Boards which have communicated 
with them on the subject. That letter 
states that the Board of Education are 
not prepared to withdraw their usual 
order for triennial elections of School 
Boards ; but if in existing circumstances 
triennial election is deemed to be un- 
necessary or undesir.:ble, it shall be open 
to those interested to abstain from 
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making nominations for such elections, | 


and if in consequence no members are 
elected those already in office can con- 
tinue to serve. 


Business of the Session. 
sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I 
what the business will be for this week, 
and as we are within reasonable reach 
of the Adjournment perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman can give us some idea of 
the possibilities for the remaining part of 
the present sittings. 


Mr. A. J 
Bill will be taken today and tomorrow 
(Tuesday), Wednesday, and Thursday 
will be devoted to Irish Supply, 
Friday to the Irish financial relations. 
As to the remainder of the sittings, the 
House is 
hefore it is the completion of Supply, and 
the continuation of its work on the 
Education and the London 


Bills. 


Mr. 


dee): Does the right hon. 


[Estimates ? 


Navy 


Mr. cannot 
pr esent. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 


A.J. BALFOUR: ! 


say at 


the Education Bill be taken at the even- 
ing sitting tomorrow, in view of the 


fact that there is Private Bill Business? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
time occupied by Private Bill Business will 


not eat seriously into the evening sitting. | 
first | 


The Edueation Bill will he the 
business after the Private Bill Business. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) : 


a day for Supplementary Estimates or not ? 
Also, can the right hon. Gentleman fix a 
day for the Colonial Oftice Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
to take the Colonial Vote as soon as it is 
possible to do so, but the House is aware 
that the Colonial Secretary has not been 
fit for serious labour lately, and I should | 


like to consult with him before I fix a|/and Sir Redvers 
As regards the remainder of Supply, | ment of it— 


day. 


COMMONS} 


should like to ask | 


. BALFOUR: The Education | 


and | 


Water | 


EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 
Gentleman | 
contemplate giving another day for the | 


: Will | 


How many days will be | 
given to regular Supply, and will there be | 
| had said— 


| and the other I wish to correct. 


I am anxious | 


| 

| 

| 

| ; 

| that telegram the right hon. 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 
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Cc 


I propose tomorrow to make a Motion 
| giving three days additional to Supply, 

My impression is that there is one Vote, 
at all events, of the nature of a new 
service, which does not come within the 
twenty-three days. Of course, I shall 
have to find an opportunity for discussing 
that. Roughly, tive more days must i 

taken for “Supply . This part of the 
session will end, I presume, on August 8, 
and the greater part of the time not 
occupied by Supply will be taken up either 
| by the Education Bill or the Water Bill, 
_I propose to finish the business of the 
| year's Supply in this part of the session, 
and not to leave any hanging ry over until 
| the autumn. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.): 
| Will the Irish Local Government Act 
| come on before the Adjournment / 


aware that the chief business | 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, there is 
| some Irish legislative business which will 
have to be taken before the conclusion of 
| this part of the session, and that is part 
| of it. 

REDVERS LULLER— 
EXPLANATION, MR. 
BRODRICK. 
| *Mr. BRODRICK : I wish. 
for the indulgence of the House for one 
;/moment in order to make a personal 
| explanation on a point of ditference ona 
matter of fact which occurred between 


CASE OF SIR 
PERSONAL 


Sir, to ask 


the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
3erwick and myself on Thursday 


last. In speaking in the debate with 
regard to Sir Redvers Buller, I had 
occasion to read a telegram, which I lay 
today on the Table of the House, in 
which there occurred an expression of 
opinion from Sir George White with 
regard to the time for which he could 
hold out in Ladysmith. With regard to 
Baronet rose 
immediately after I sat down and said he 
wanted to refer to two things which I 


“To one,” he said, ‘‘I wish to vive a eate- 
gorical denial on Sir Redvers Buller’s behalf, 
The thing I 
wish to deny is that Sir Redvers Buller had 
knowledge as to the length of time the supplies 
in Lady smith would last at the time when he 
wrote the dispatehes aiter Colenso.” 


Now, Sir, I think it right to read both 
the original telegram, which I now lay, 
Buller’s acknowledg- 
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sith November, 1899. Flashing signals clouds 
seen last night for first time. Following portion 
only read begin—‘ I do not yet know which way 
| will come. 
out? From Maritzburg, from Buller. Ends.’ 
Commencement of message and date not read. 
Situation here unchanged, but enemy still 
mounting additional guns against some of our 
essential positions. I have provisions for 
wventy days and believe I can defend Lady- 
mith while they last. Hay or grazing is a 
diticulty, I have thirty-five days supply of 
thisat reduced ration. Small arms ammuni- 
ton 5,500,000 rounds. Fifteen-pounder guns, 
250 rounds per gua, 4°7 naval guns, 170 rounds 
per gun, twelve pounder naval guns, 270 
rounds per gun, 6°3 howitzers, 430 rouuds per 
gun. Enemy learns every plan of operations I 
form, and cannot discover source. I have 
locked up or banished every su-~pect, but still 
have undoubted evidence ot betrayal. Native 
deserters from enemy and our native scuuts 
report enemy much disheartened by news of 
alvance on Free State, victory on Mooi river, 
and consequent retirement north of Tugela 
river. With regard to road of advance to- 
wards Ladysmith I could give most help to a 
foree coming vie Underbruok Hotel or Spring- 
field, but enemy is making his positions on 
that side stronger daily. If force south of 
Tagela can effect junction with me, I believe 
effect will be immediate and decisive. At 
present cannot go large as I am completely 
invested and must reserve myself for one or 
two big efforts to co-operate with relief force. 
It will be greate-t help to Ladysmith if relief 
foree maintains closest possible touch with 
enemy. Hospital return —wounded 225, 
dysentery 71, enteric 15, other fevers 12, other 
diseases 109. Additional portion of message 
deciphered begins—‘ If you hear me attacking 
join in if you can. Ends.’ Please repeat 
entire message. I will keep a good look-out 
and do all I can.” 


In reply to that message 


“From General Buller, Maritzburg, to 
General White, Ladysmith. No. 58, December 
4th, 1899. Your number 20 P. of 30th November 
received. I shall have concentrated four 
wigades of infantry, five batteries artillery, 
one regiment of cavalry, 1,000 mounted Volun- 
teers, by the 6th December and shall attack. 
[eannot yet say which route but will (? com- 
municate) with you in several cipher messages 
before I advance. 1 shall also send by search- 
light messages in clear, but they will be false 
ones sent in order to deceive enemy.” 


AsI had no doubt that the right hon. 
Gentleman made his statement in all 
good faith, I communicated this informa- 
tion to him, and informed him that I 
should tell the House of Commons that 
there was no question that the message 
had been received. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- | 


land, Werwick): Perhaps the House wi ] 
he good enough to give me indulgence 


VOL. CXI. |ourtH SERIEs.] 


{21 JuLy 1902} 


“Telegram from Sir George White, No. 20 P, | 
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while I also speak in explanation. I 
trust they will allow me to do so in my 
own behalf as well as on Sir Redvers 
Buller’s behalf. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, to whom I am much obliged for 
having told me that Sir Redvers Buller 
had received and acknowledged this 
despatch, was also good enough to say 
that I might like to be the first to 
correct the mistake. Sir Redvers Buller 
has also given me a written explanation, 


_and I thought it desirable to give his 


explanation, leaving the right hon. 
Gentleman to make his statement first. 
The right hon. Gentleman did not 
quote quite fully my words of the 
other day. I went on to add— 


“He denies that in these words—-‘ I did not 
know what supplies there were. [ thought 
at that time I had officially in writing that 
the garrison could not be fed beyond the end 
of the year.” The right hon. Gentleman has 
quoted the despatch, which he said was in Sir 
Redvers Buller’s possession. I think it is a 
fair surmise that it could not have been the 
only information in his possession, or informa- 


| tion on which he thought he could rely.” 


That is the full text of the words I used 
the other day. Sir Redvers Buller in- 
forms me that his words ‘‘I did not 
know what supplies there were’ were 
not intended to mean that he had never 
received this message from Sir George 
White. I need hardly say I did not 
know of this message, nor would Sir 
Redvers Buller, I think, have been 
entitled to give it to me in advance; 
but, of course, | am sorry I should 
have used his words to imply that he 
might not have received this message, 
though I ask the House to notice that 
I put that only as a surmise. He in- 
forms me that he did receive the 
message, but that it differed in essential 
particulars from the messages he had 
previously received, and that he con- 
sidered that he had special reasons at 
the time for not relying on this parti- 
cular information. I hope the House 
will accept this statement as being made 
in good faith. I think that the good 
faith is proved by that despatch of 
December 16 to Sir George White, ask- 
ing him if he could hold out for as long 
as a month. General Buller has always 
admitted that he was mistaken about the 
supplies. I only put that to the House 
as evidence of the good faith which he 
has observed. 


2G 
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NEW WRIT. |earliest step in the settlement of the 

New Writ for the Borough of Leeds | most vital part of the Bill relating to the 
(North Division), in the room of the right | management of the denominational 
hon. William Lawies Jackson, now Baron | schools. They had been very anxious to 
Allerton, called up to the House of Peers. | come to some understanding that the 





—(Sir Wiiliam Walrond.) |interrnption of Committee on the Bill 
should come at the end of Clause 7 in 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | order that they might not approach that 


That they have agreed to—Sale of | important question at a time when they 
Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) | would not have full opportunity for dis. 
Bill ; Shop Clubs Bill, with Amendments. | cussing it, but now the Clause had as- 
_——— /sumed new importance, and he appealed 

NEW BILLS. |to the right hon. Gentleman to say 
one | whether, in the interests of the proper 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. | discussion of the Bill, and, of the temper 

“To continue various expiring laws,”|in which it was to be discussed, the 
presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Clause should not be postponed. ‘The 
under Standing Order No. 21; to be| proposed Amendment did not even pro- 
read a second time tomorrow, and to be) fess to remove the impediment that 


printed. {Bill 281. ] ‘stood in the way of agreement, and he 
ae ew _asked him in all sincerity, and not from 
PACIFIC CABLE BILL. | a desire to obstruct in any way, whether, 


“To substitute the Government of the | considering the short time intervening 
Commonwealth of Australia for the | between now and August 8, and the other 
Governments of the States of New South | work to be done. the discussion on this. 
wv ales, Queensland, and Victoria in The | perhaps the most important point in the 
Pacific Cable Act, 1901,” presented by | Bill, should not stand over. He held 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain, under Standing | that that was a most reasonable proposal 
Order No. 31; to be read a second time | t> make, and, he therefore moved that 
tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 282.] | the Clause be postponed. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES)| *THE CHAIRMAN: I cannot put the 
BILL. "| question that the Clause be postponed, be- 

Considered in Committee. | cause the Committee has already entered 

| upon the discussion of, and disposed of, 
(In the Committee). ‘two Amendments to it. I will put it 


oe * ? -rocress. 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, | “** Motion to report Progress 


Penrith) in the Chair. } Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.’ ~(Sir Henry 
(2.50.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER- Cample ll-Bunnerman.) 

MAN said the situation had materially | 

altered since the House was lastin Com-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have listened 
mittee on the Bill. There was then an | with great attention to the observations 
idea that the Amendment of the Clause | of the right hon. Gentleman, and I really 
which the right hon. Gentleman had am unable to understand that there is 
promised to lay on the Table of the | any reason for putting off the discussion 
House would be satisfactory to hon. | of this Clause till the other Clauses have 
Members on that side of the House who | been disposed of. Evenif it had been 
took aninterest in the question. That | possible to postpone the Clause, the 
illusion, he was sorry to say, must be| reason falls to the ground after the 
dispelled. The Amendment had not| ruling from the Chair. I cannot deny 
given a shred of satisfaction. Besides | that the Clause as I propose to amend it, 
that, the subject-matter of Clause 8 | the Clause, in fact, as unamended, is one 
would be imported by the Government | on which there has been, perhaps, more 
Amendments into Clause 7, which would | acrimonious discussion in the country 
become a new Clause rather than an|thanon any other. I can only express 
amended one. It would become the| the hope—it may be a faint hope—that 


Clause 7 :— 
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these discussions in the House will be of 
a somewhat more friendly character. I 
would remind the House that I have 
never said a single word about the Clause | 
which could mislead any one. I was at 
great pains the last time we were dis- 
cussing the Bill, and I was adumbrating | 
the general policy of the Government, to | 
make it clear that we did not propose to | 
alter the proportions of the management 
in voluntary schools. It is, I suppose, 
that provision of the Bill which is so 
unsatisfactory to the right hon. Gentle- | 
man and to which he feels bound to offer 
strenuous opposition. I greatly regret 
this, but do not see that it is a reason | 
for giving it up. I would suggest that 
whether the policy of the Government 
be right or wrong, whether the propor- 
tion of elected managers to denomina- 
tional managers is the correct proportion 
or the incorrect proportion, no adequate 
ground has been shown why the debate 
should be postponed until the autumn. | 
The autumn session was a burden to 
Members, which he was anxious to reduce 
as much as possible, and with that object 
the Committee should get on with the 
Bill. It would be a great misfortune if 
the House had tosit over Christmas and | 
even to January—|‘‘Oh, oh,” |—as had 
happened before and might happen 
again. The interruptions from the other 
side of the House supplied the answer | 
tothe right hon. Gentleman, and seemed 
to indicate that his followers did not 
favour the prospect of discussing the 
Bill in January or February next year. | 
That was good reason for making the | 
best use of the opportunity for discussion | 
now presented. 


} 


WILLIAM HARCOURT said | 
that objections and rulings from the | 
Chair had hitherto prevented discussion | 
of matters dealt with in a clause subse- | 
quent to that under the notice of the | 
Committee, but now, to suit the con- | 
venience of the Government, it was pro- | 
posed to throw that principle aside. | 
rhe reason assigned for this was to get 
rid of the question at the present sitting 
of the House, because it was said if it 
were postponed until the autumn sitting 
the discussion would take until Christ- 
mas. It was evident, therefore, that the 
right lion. Gentleman contemplated a 
prolonged discussion. 


SIR 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the right 
hon. Gentleman had not listened to him, 


or he had not clearly expressed himself. 


He referred to the whole Bill as likely to 


/require a long discussion, and that was 
| reason for the Committee proceeding with 


all diligence. 


Str WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
right hon. Gentleman would not deny that 


‘this was really the fighting part of the 


| Bill. 


The First Lord of the Treasury 
had made some suggestions to them in 
order that the autumn session might be 


| short. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Shorter. 

Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
that was the point which he had put to 
the Committee. 

That is not 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


my point. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
was not desirous of misrepresenting the 
right hon. Gentleman, so he would let 
that be his own point. If it were true 
that they were only to have today and 


tomorrow and no other days this week 


for this discussion, how many days would 
then remain ? This was an important 
part ot the Bill, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was anxious that it should 
be rapidly proceeded with in order that 
the autumn sitting might be shorter. 
The Committee did not know how many 
days were to be devoted to the Bill 
before the adjournment. How many 


|days were going to be appropriated to 


|Supply? He understood that there 
was to be a new form of Supply. 
They ought to know how many 


days were going to be given io 
water, and how many to the discussion 
of this Clause, which everybody admitted 
was the most material part of the Bill 
to be decided before the adjournment. 
The opportunities which remained at the 
fag end of a session was not the proper 
time when a question of this kind ought 
to be dealt with. The right hon. 
Gentleman had spoken of acrimonious 
discussions in the country, but did the 
Committee think those discussions would 
be any the less acrimonious when the 
people knew that this Clause had been 


2G 2 








795 Education 


smuggled through the House at the fag 
end of the session? Was that likely to 
reconcile the people who were dissatis- 
fied with this arrangement ? Therefore 
if the Government desired this question 
to be discussed, and he assumed that 
the right hon. Gentleman desired this, 
then they ought to be told how many 
days they meant to allow for the dis- 
cussion of this Clause. That wasa thing 
which they had a right to ask, and if 
they did not obtain this information, the 
proposal of his right hon. friend was a 
reasonable one, and quite in accordance 
with the usual practice in this House. 


(3.8.) Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth- 
shire, N.) said he did not know whether 
he should be in order in raising the point 
to which he desired to draw the attention 
of the Chairman, or whether he ought 
to wait until the First Lord of the 
Treasury's Amendment was_ reached. 
He wished to ask whether the Amend- 
ments placed upon the Paper by the 
First Lord of the Treasury were in order 
if moved as Amendments to Clause 7 ? 


The only part of Clause 7 which would | 


stand if this Amendment were adopted 
would be— 


** All publie elementary schools shall be 
managed in the ease of schools provided by the 
local authority.” 


The rest of the Clause 
out, and the right hon. Gentleman was 
proposing to introduce an alternative 
system. On many occasions the 
Chairman had ruled that when an 
alternative system was proposed to a 


clause, the proper proceeding would be. 


to move to leave out the words to be 
struck out and submit the alternative 
system as a new clause. He held that 
there could not be a clearer case of an 
alternative proposal than this Amend- 
ment. Practically the whole of Clause 7 
was swept away, and an entirely new 
proposal was submitted by the right 
hon. Gentleman. He argued that the 
words might come in as an Amendment 
to Clause 8, but he contended that this 
Amendment could not be in order on 
Clause 7. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I must defer my 
decision until we reach the Amendment. 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
that it was around this Clause that the 
struggles in the country would arise, 
He had had no opportunity of consulting 
his own constituents in regard to this 
new proposal, which was practically a new 
clause, and it ought to be postponed 
until they had had an opportunity of con- 
sulting their friends in the country and 
their constituents. It was wrong and 
unjust to force this through the Com- 
mittee by sheer weight of numbers 
without any opportunity of listening to 
reason. Upon these grounds he thought 
it was reasonable to ask that this Clause 
should be postponed. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he did not know whether 
the Committee realised the number of 
days which were available. They were 
going to have two days discussion on the 
Education Bill this week. On Tuesday 
evening it was probable that private 
Bills would be allowed to cut into the 
evening sitting, This was a part of the 
Education Bill which he thought every- 
body was anxious should not be curtailed, 
for it would not tell in favour of the 
smooth working of the Bill or tend to 
its quick passage into law if there was 
any sense of injustice felt on the part of 
the people who were opposed to it. 
There were eight whole Parliamentary 
days and two half-days before the ad. 
journment. Of those days five were 
definitely given up to Supply. He 
wished to know if the Government 
intended to go on with the Water Bill. 
If so, it might be assumed that two half- 
days would be given to the London 
Water Bill, and that the remaining three 
Parliamentary days would be given to 
the Supplementary Estimates before the 
House. Of course it would be necessary 
to have some discussion on the resolu- 
tion to adjourn. For the discussion of 
this absolutely vital point of the whole 
Bill, which was being brought up in a 
much more detailed form than originally 
proposed, they were going to have at the 
very outside three days discussion. He 
thought it was very doubtful whether a 
full Parliamentary discussion could be 
given in three days. The alternative 
was that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Prime Minister would have to have all 
night sittings, or else he would have to 
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closure the representatives of Noncon- 
formity, which, he thought, was a pro- 
spect even he would not entertain. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.) said that the First Lord of the 
Treasury took up the cheers from certain 
quarters of the House as a sufficient 
argument for rejecting the proposal of 
his right hon. friend. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman misinterpreted the 
cheers. Thecheersindicated prettyclearly 
that in the face of the Amendment put 
on the Paper by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and in the face of the situation 
foreshadowed in the country, it would 
be inevitable that this Bill should be 
debated at great length during the 
autumn session as well as on the present 
occasion, if the First Lord of the Treasury 
persisted in rejecting this Motion today. 
There had been the strongest expression 
of opinion with regard to the Amend- 
ments by leading Nonconformists already. 
They had foreshadowed almost inter- 
necine war on this question. He had 
read with deep interest a letter in 
the Press from the Rev. F. B. 
Meyer, in which he said that the Amend- 
ments proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman filled him with despair, and 
that if he stood by them there was 
nothing before Free Churchmen but a 
long and bitter struggle. Another 
leading Nonconformist had described 
these Amendments as a studied insult 
to the Free Churches. They were 
at the very crisis of this Bill, where 
the strongest animosities were aroused. 
It was clear that the suggestions of the 
First Lord of the Treasury would not 
bring them within view of a peaceful 
solution of these questions. They rather 
opened the door to more acrimonious 
discussion. Upon the proper and wise 
solution of these questions would depend 
the educational progress of the country 
for months and years, and he asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
would not be well advised to postpone 
this Clause until it had received fuller 
discussion in the country. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said 
there was really not time left to consider 
the Clause properly before the adjourn- 
ment. If the right hon. Gentleman de- 


ducted the days which were to be devoted | 
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‘to Estimates, and Supplementary Esti 


mates, the timetobegiventothe Irish Local 
Government Bill, the time he probably 
wished to give to the London Water Bill, 
and the time which must be given to 
the Appropriation Bill, how could he 
expect to be able to dispose of this 
Clause ? If they were to do Justice tothe 
numerous points of importance raised 
by the Clause, they could not dispose of 
it in four days except by use of the 
closure. He was perfectly certain that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not wish 
to employ the closure in a matter of 


this kind. If the Clause could not be 
rarried before the adjournment, the 
eight hon. Gentleman would be 


obliged to drop the discussion in the 
middle of the Clause. Surely no time 
would be saved by pressing it new. for if 
the right hon. Gentleman had to leave 
the Clause half finished. Besides the 
controversial questions which would 
arise on the Amendments, there were 
other points raised by other Amendments. 
There was a most important Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for East Somerset, in regard to the 
grouping of schools so that managers 
might be appointed for each group. 
That would require a great deal of 
consideration. He must say he thought 
that matter would be better dealt with asa 
new Clause, than by an Amendment 
which was practically a new Clause. 
He did not think the right hon. 
Gentleman would shorten the autumn 
session or diminish the strain upon the 
House by refusing to postpone the Clause 
now. The‘difference of one or two days 
which the right hon. Gentleman thought 
would be gained now would not be felt 
when he came to the autumn session. 
It would be better to get the Clause 
through in the autumn session without 
acrimony than to press it through now. 


(3.22.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Car- 
narvon Boroughs) expressed the hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman would listen to 
the appeal which had been addressed to 
him. The right hon. Gentleman had 
practically taken out of Clause 8 a most 
controversial sub-section, and put it into 
Clause 7 after elaborating it. He now 
proposed to press the Clause through 
before the adjournment. He could not 
do that unless he meant to put pressure 
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on the House, and that would be 
exceedingly unfair and disastrous in the 
present state of the controversy. If 
they were going to have a late autumn 
sitting he thought they ought to rise 
early at this stage. This, after all, was 
the,crux of the Bill. Upon the way this 
Clause issued from the Committee would 
depend the whole attitude of the great 
Nonconformist bodies of this country 
towards the Bill, and after all they were 
not to be ignored. They were in a 
minority in this House because it was a 
House which was not elected upon this 
issue. This had never been a fair and 
square issue before the electorate. He 
felt perfectly certain, if the issue now 
raized in Clause 7 had been put to the 
country at thelast election, thecomplexion 
of the House of Commons, which had 
an overwhelming majority supporting 
the right hon. Gentleman. was not the one 
it would have borne at the present mo- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman was 
using the majority obtained on another 
issue to force the Bill upon the nation. 
The people of the country had hardly 
had time to consider the Bill. Why did 
the right hon. Gentleman take out the 
obnoxious sub-section in Clause 8 and put 


it into Clause 7? It was not because it 


was better drafting. There was only 
one reason. He wanted this thing 
settled before the recess, because he 


thought it would influence the agita- 
tion which was now going on against 
the Bill. The hon. Member did not 
think that was fair. He believed it 
would have exactly the opposite result 
from that anticipated by the right hon. 
Gentleman. He had a letter from a 
man who had not taken a prominent 
part in agitation on the platform, but 
he was one of the most powerful in the 
Nonconformist ranks, and he had come 
to the conclusion that the Government 
had made up its mind not to meet the 
reasonable objections of Noneonformists. 
That man wanted to make it clear at 
the outset that, whether the Bill of 
the Government got through or not, 
they were simply at the beginning of 
the controversy so far as the free 
churches were concerned. Did the 
right hon. Gentleman mean to carry 
this through now in order to make it 
clear to the free churches of the country 
that this was his ultimatum? If so, 


Mr. Lioyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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he thought it was a pretty serious state 


of things. It would mean two or three 
months of the bitterest agitation which 
the right hon. Gentleman had ever had 
to face. He believed that thousands of 
electors who voted for hon. Members 
opposite would not do it again. As 
one who was anxious that some sort 
of Bill should be evolved out of the 
present chaos, he appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to consider whether it 
would not be better in the interest of 
education to arrive at some compromise 
by which they could obtain a fair workable 
measure. That was the alternative. The 
right hon. Gentleman would force on 
an agitation of which he did not see the 
end. He did not know the power and 
determination of the Nonconformists in 
regard to this matter. They might call 
it fanaticism if they liked, but fanaticism 
was a very dangerous thing to arouse, 
and no real friend of education would 
like to see it roused in connection with 
this or any other Bill. He appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman whether it 
would not be better to avoid all this 
agitation, and give the two or three 
months of the recess to the purpose of 
thrashing this matter out. What would 
the right hon. Gentleman gain? He 
might gain an extra day next week, but 
the only result would be that he would 
force this section through Committee 
under circumstances which would exas- 
perate bitterness, because there would bea 
feeling in the country that there was no 
freedom of debate, and, what was worse, 
the right hon. Gentleman would only 
get half the section through, and the 
whole controversy would be renewed 
when the other half came to be con 
sidered. There were some departmental 
Bills that might, in the meantime, be 


got out of the way, and even some 
other Clauses in this Bill. The right 


hon. Gentleman was stirring up, without 
real knowledge, the forces at work in 
this business. They had discussed this 
matter with considerable equanimity in 
the Committee hitherto. The discus- 
sions did not represent a tithe of the 
rea! animosity outside. What surprised 
Nonconformist ministers who visited the 
Chamber was the spirit in which the 
Bill was discussed, and these said that 
hon. Members had not got the earnest- 
ness of the men who sent them there. 
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ff the right hon. Gentleman did not 
listen to this appeal, he would do the Bill 


no good and do education no good. 


*sin HENRY FOWLER(Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) said he supported the appeal 
made to the right hon. Gentleman on 
practical grounds. The first was time. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man had accurately estimated the short- 
ness of the time before him to deal with 
this gigantic task in Clause 7. Assum- 
ing that the Adjournment took place on 
the Friday before the Coronation, there 
were only available ten Parliamentary 
days. Now, of those ten days eight were 
practically appropriated outside this 
Bill, and outside iegislation altogether. 
three days taken next 


There were 
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‘the interests of the contending parties 


week for Supply and three days this | 


week for the Lrish Estimates and finan- 
cial relations. Then they should not 
approach the Appropriation Bill in a 
temper of resentment. That was a 
Bill, which could not reasonably be 
closured, and the debate upon it might 
extend over two days. Last year the 
second Reading occupied one day and 
the Third Reading one day. Putting 
aside all other questions that might arise, 
he was sure that after this week the 
right hon. Gentleman could not get 
more than two available days for the 
Education Bill. The next point was that 
urged with great force and eloquence by 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon. He 
could assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that there were a great number of people 
iu this country and on both sides of 
the House who, although disappointed 
with the proposals in the Bill, were 
anxious for a reasonable compromise. 
He was satisfied that if the right hon. 
Gentleman would only mark time, moder- 
ate men on both sides might put their 
heads together, and a solution would be 
tound which would obviate the destruc- 
tion of that popular control which should 
accompany the expenditure of public 
money and at the same time protect the 
legitimate claims of the denominational 
schools. But he was convinced that if the 
right hon. Gentleman forced this ques- 
tion on to a decision in the next two or 
three days, he would sweep away all 
possibility of acompromise. It would 
amount to a declaration of war, and he 
did not think that that would be wise in 


in the country or of education. That 
was a step whichshould not be taken 
until every other means had been ex- 
hausted. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman not to go on with Clause 7 
so far as it dealt with School Board 
schools and the schools to be provided 
by the new education authority. The 
right hon. Gentleman should leave the 
fighting question over altogether till the 
autumn. There would be a good deal to 
say on both sides of the House on ques- 
tions of considerable difticulty in this 
Clause, which were evidently not present 
to the mind of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He could not see how this Clause 
was to be worked in large towns like 
Wolverhampton, where he was Chairman 
of the School Board, so far as the School 
Board Schools were concerned. There 
was plenty of debatable matter in 
Clause 7 without approaching this con- 
tentious question. For these reasons, 
and in the interests of peace and a_ wise 
settlement of the question, he appealed 
to the right hon. Gentleman to arrive at 
some wiodus vivendi by which considera- 
tion of Clause 7 might be postponed. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said that before he 
came to the larger question of subsidies 
which had been raised by the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Member for Car- 
narvon Boroughs, he might say with 
regard to the actual time at their dis- 
posal, that even on the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own calculation it appeared that 
four days were left, during the present 
session for the discussion of the Educa- 
tion Bill, and that was the exact time 
which it was suggested by the right 
hon. Member for South Aberdeen might 
appropriately be taken up by the dis- 
cussion on this question. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there 


were the new Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he himself 
anticipated with some confdencethat they 
would not have less than four days tor 
the discussion in connection with this 
clause. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he would remind the right hon. 
i|Gentleman of the fact that he had 
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definitely promised a day for discussing | 


the question connected with the shipping 
combination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
anticipate there would be a whole day 
required for the discussion of that subject. 
Coming to the larger question raised by 
the right hon. Gentlemen, to listen to the 
speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite, one 
might really suppose that the Government 
were acting in a harsh and tyrannical 
manner, and that they and those outside 
for whom they spoke had real reason to 
complain of the procedure the Govern- 
ment had adopted. He must absolutely 
repudiate any such view. If there was 
any grievance, it was on the part of the 
Government, and not on the part of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. He was told 
that he had put down an entirely iew 
elause on the Paper. It was not a new 
clause as touching the real matter at 
issue between those for whom the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon spoke and hon. 
Gentlemen on the Government side. 
The Bill as originally introduced, as it 
was defended, as it originally passed the 
Second Reading and was discussed in 
this House, always contained, and was 
intended to contain, a provision by which 
a majority of managers should be given 
denominational control under the new 
system. As he had said, that might be a 
good plan or a bad plan, but it was the 
plan of the Bill from the beginning, and 
it was absolutely unmodified by the ex- 
pansion which the clause had undergone 
during the last few days. He admitted 
that the expansion left untouched the 
question of the relative numbers of 
managers of denominational schools, and 
in every other respect it was a concession. 
{ Hon. Membersonthe Opposition Benches, 
“No.” | It would tax the ingenuity even 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite to prove that 
it was not a concession in regard to the 
character and number of the elected 
members. Then they were told that the 
Government ought tohave left the matter 
as it originally was in Clause &, and not to 
have dealt with it in Clause 7. He might 
have been very well content to take that 
course if it had not been the obvious 
intention of the Committee to raise it 
on Clause 7. They had only to look 
through the Amendments standing in the 


name of the right hon. Member for South | Hon. Gentlemen differed 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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Aberdeen and other hon. Members opposite 
to see that they had intended to deal 
with Clause 7 exactly as the Govern. 
ment now proposed to do. These hon, 
Gentleman had taken Clause 7 as the 
text and canvas on which they were 
going to embody their own particular 
scheme. It was obviously quite im- 
possible to have avoided this discussion 
on Clause 7. Hon. Members opposite 
talked as if some tremendous attempt 
were going to be made to unduly 
curtail debate on this clause; but he 
thought the Committee would admit that 
they had shown a large measure of 
toleration in discussion. He was always 
having hopes dangled before him of a 
compromise being arrived at on the Bill 
by reasonable men on both sides. There 
had been plenty of time for these wise 
men to come together, as there was 
absolutely no change in the essence of 
the clause since the Bill was introduced 
before Easter. He presumed all these 
peacemakers had been at work since that 
time. He said with the profoundest 
regret, if it were any satisfaction to the 
hon. Gentleman opposite, that, with a 
full consciousness of all the difticulties 
which were likely to befall them in the 
matter, it was perfectly clear that the 
militant Nonconformists, whom _ the 
hon. Gentleman so efficiently spuke 
for, would be content with nothing 
except what was called popular control 
and management of denominational 
schools. For the Government to give 
that up, would be not merely to violate 
all their principles and pledges, and to 
betray those who sent them to this 
House, but would be to do something 
which seemed to him monstrously and 
utterly unjust. Being monstrously and 
utterly unjust, so far from bringing that 
peace to the community which was 
promised by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
he confessed that, evil as might be the 
present condition of affairs, much though 
they might have to endure from sharp 
divisions of opinion among themselves. 
he earnestly and firmly believed that 
that evil was as nothing to the evil they 
would have to endure if they were to 
recede from what had always been @ 
central principle of the Bill. He regretted 
that, in such circumstances, the Govern- 


ment were not met with greater 
generosity by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
from the 
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Government conscientiously, and, so far 
as that particular clause was concerned 


atallevents, strenuouslyand vehemently ; | 
| Opposition. A short time ago there 
| was a letter in Zhe Times from the Rev. 


but that was no reason why they should 
not proceed with all the good humour, 
temper, moderation, and wisdom they 
could command ; continue the discussion 


during the days still remaining in| 


the course of the present portion of the 


session—which, after all, would not be a | 
very lengthened period—with all these | 


excellent Parliamentary gifts and virtues ; 
and, if possible, complete the discussion 
on a clause which he quite admitted 
was one Of the most difficult portions of 
the Bill. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley) said that the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to him 
to be most unfortunate. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated that the view of his 
hon. friend was monstrously and utterly 
unjust; but they were just as much 
inclined to describe the position of the 
right hon. Gentleman as monstrously 
and utterly unjust. Surely, in the 
circumstances, the Government were 
unwise in not taking a broader view of 
the situation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man spoke of the Amendment as a 
concession to the views of the Opposition ; 
but they regarded the proposal of the 
right hon, Gentleman as an aggravation 
rather than a concession; and that 
being the case, they were surely entitled 
to ask that the matter should not be 
decided at the present time. The right 
hon. Gentleman would not deny that, as 
far as they were concerned, the discus- 
sion had been carried on in perfect 
good temper; and, as the right hon. 
Gentleman admitted, it would be a great 


pity to aggravate the feeling which had 
obtained up to the present. That view 
was not confined to members of the 


Mr. Diggle, who was the denomination- 
alist Chairman of the London School 
Board, in which he stated that they 
were in danger of legislating in haste 
before the subject matter for legislation 
was ripe. That was precisely the opinion 
of his hon. friends; and therefore it 
would be wise to postpone Clause 7 
until it could be seen whether there was 
any means by which they could arrive 
at an agreement regarding it. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE(Norfolk. N.W.) 
said that no doubt the object of the 
right hon. Gentleman in putting the 
Amendment down was that the clause 
might be passed before the House ad- 
journed, but if hon. Gentlemen would 
look at the Amendment they would see 
that there were two pages of Amend- 
ments before the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment, many of which would be 
discussed, although they might be ulti- 
mately superseded by the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment. To proceed 
would, in the circumstances, be waste 
of time. Then there were tive pages 
of Amendments after the right hon. 
Gentleman’s Amendment. Therefore it 
would be practically impossible to dispose 
of the Clause before the adjourninent, and 
its postponement would be an advantage 
to the Bill generally. 


(3.58.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93; 
Noes, 213. (Division List No. 307.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) { Hardie.J. Keir(Mertbyr Tydvil 
Ailen,Charles P(Gloue.,Scroud | Davies,M. Vanghan-(Cardigan | Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Atherley-Jones, L. | Dewar, John A. (Inverness- sh. | Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Banes, Major Gevrge Edward | Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles “F 
Broadhurst, Henry | Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | | Sobhouse. { *. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Branner, Sir John Tomlinson | Duncan, J. Hastings | Holland, Sir W m. Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Dunn, Sir William Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Edwards, Frank Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
rt big meee Sproston | Emmett, Alfred Jacoby, James Alfred 

Caldwe ll, James | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 4 Jones, D’vid Brynmor Swansea 


Cameron, Robert 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Kitson, Sir James 


Campoell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Fowler, ~ Hon. Sir Henry | yaaa Henry 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Franeis Allston 


Grant, C orrie 


Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Langley. Batty ; 
| Layland- Barratt. Francis 


Cremer, William tandal | Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) | Levy, Maurice 


Crombie, John William | Gurdon, Sir W. 


Brampton | Lewis, John Herhert 


Dalziel, James Henry Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William | Lloyd-George, David 
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Lough, Thomas 

M‘kenna, Revinald 

ae Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. \. (Satiron Walden) | 
Philipps. John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price. Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Education 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E, ) 
Aaead-Bo d,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
yi aes n, Angus tus Henry Kden 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline F itzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin. aie d 
Balfour, Re. He me A.J. (Manch’r 
da! fourit: apt. ( . B. (Horsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn(ierald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Ke nne ‘th R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
erwin aE eg “Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Kt. Hn. Sir Michael Hicks 
Bigneld, Arthur 
Bill, Char! 
or Colonel Henry 
Bok: ind John 
Bond. Edw ard 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gilson (Ning’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. (Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell. Rt. Hn.J. A. (Glasgow 
a John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt wen Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, ‘. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Eve ad (As ton Manor) 
Cecil. Lora Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Kt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clancy, Jolin Joseph 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coghill, Douglas Hz urry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Ri. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb, Sir JohnCharles Ready 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Dickson, Charles Neott 
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| Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell, T. W. 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David: \lfred( Merthyr 


| Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
‘Lomkinson, James 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


NOES. 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Dillon, « John 


| Doogan, P. ¢ 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank. Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster.Sir Michael(Lond. Univ. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn A.G. H. (City of Lond. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EK W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. ) 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton. Rt HnLord G (Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harrington, Timothy 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, KE. 
Hope,J.F (Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard. J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
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DBD 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannap 
Weir, James Gallow ay 

WwW hite, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke | (York, E. k.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R, 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Huddersfd 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Herbert 
and Mr. 


AYES— 
Gladstone 
John Sinclair, 


Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.. Fareham 
Leeve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Geralu Walter Erskine 
Long,Uol. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Browniee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Arevie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Macartney. RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M-Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Manners Lord Cecil 
Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, (:. (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mstow 
Moran, Hn. Fred. (M ni thish. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donal Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,). 
Brien, he ge ( Kilkenny) ) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, 
(’ Connor, Joanen (We icklow, ¥. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James(Roseummon,). 
O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Peel,HnWin. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S$. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Kobert 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond.Johnu E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Ridley, Hon. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
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| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
| Sm.th,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir Jehn M 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
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Welby,Sir Charles G. E, (Notts. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams. RtHnJ Pow Il-( Birm. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 








Koyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
seely, Maj..J. E. BUsleof Wight 
sharpe, William Edward T. 
(4.10.) Mr. CHARLES M*ARTHUR 
(Liverpool, Exchange) said the Amend- 
went he proposed to move involved 
an important principle, first of all 
as to Whether the managers’ appoint- 
ments were to permissive or 
compulsory, and whether the managers 
were to be delegates of the local 
authority, or whether they were to have 
an independent position. It was per- 
fectly clear, from the Act of 1870, that 
the appointment of managers was to be 
permissive; it was quite clear that the 
School Boards under that Act were to 
have absolute power over the managers. 
They could appoint and remove them, 
and lav down rules for the guidance of 
their policy. and if they did not carry out 
those rules the School Board could remove 
thea. Those were the lines on which 
the School Boards had _ hitherto pro- 
ceeded: they had not in all cases ap- 
pointed managers to manage the schools. 
because in some eases they had managed 
the schools direet ; but wherever they 
hid appointed managers, they had _ re- 
served to themselves the right to 
dismiss their managers if they did not 
conform to the rules laid down, and 
in some eases they had lost no time 
in exercising their powers. The 
as it at present stood made the appoint- 
ment compulsory, but he thought the 
diseretion which was possessed by the 





be 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 


Bill | 


School Boards should be given also to | 


As 


the new local education authority. 


| 


the clause stood, it would take away | 
trom the new education authority the | 


control they ought to have, and set 
up another authority. If this great 
trust was to be imposed upon 


local education authorities, entire con-| 
fidence ought to be placed in their| be possible or permissible; but at the 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





discretion. The principle of the Amend- 
inent, if adopted, could easily be worked, 
either with the clause as it now stood 
or with the alterations proposed by the 
Government. In any case, the rating 
authority ought to be the governing 
authority. As regarded the denomina- 
tional schools, the Amendment had no 
application whatever, as they stood on 
a different footing; but in common 
fairness the local authorities ought to 
have full control over their own schools, 
and therefore he moved the Amendment 
standing in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 

* In page 2. line 38, to leave out from the 
beginning to the word ‘under, in line 40, and 
to insert the words ‘The local educational! 
authority may appoint managers.’ ~ — (J/7. 
Charles M Arthur.) 


Question proposed, ** That the words 
proposed to be leit out stand part ot 
the Clause.” 


(4.17.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR entirely 
concurred in his hon. triend’s desire 
that the new authority should be, and 
remain, supreme in its control over 
education in all classes of elementary 
schools, and he would be sorry to 
think that anything in the Bill as at 
present drafted militated against that 
view. It seemed to be supposed that 
the managers would stand in a_ position 
of permanent opposition to the authority 
by whom they were appointed. That, 
however, was not his anticipation. He 


‘agreed that they should hold office 
the | 


during the pleasure of the education 
authority, and that no collision should 
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same time he did not think the Amend- 
ment or the principle laid down by the 
hon. Member could be accepted. He 
would be sorry to see it left open to 
any education authority, especially that 
of a great county area, to have no local 
representatives or managers at all in 
connection with the schools. Therefore, 
while sympathising with the object of 
his hon. friend, he suggested it would 
be adequately met by the Bill as framed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 


was sorry to hear the First Lord’s 
reply, because experience had shown 
that many School Boards had 


managed their schools admirably with- 


out the intervention of managers. 
That was almost universally the 
case with regard to the School 


Boards of the smaller areas, such as 
those with 10,000 inhabitants, which, 
under this Bill, would be autonomous 
for purposes of elementary education. 
The Vice-President would doubtless tell 
the First Lord that the School Boards of 
such urban districts were quite able, and 
found it more expeditious and economical, 
to manage their schools direetly. He be- 
lieved that, even insuch places as Liverpool, 
Leeds, and Shettield, the School Boards 
had managed the schoc Isdirectly, with most 
excellent results, and he sincerely hoped the 
power would be given tothe new authori- 
ties to appoint managers or not, as they 
thought best. London, with its 1,500 
school departments and half a million 
children, was on an entirely different 
footing. Obviously, the School Board 
could not manage each school, and had 
had to appoint managers. But even then 
they had insisted on ‘the managers being 
directly under the School Board, and 
prepared a code of regulations outside 
of which the managers could not go. He 
hoped a similar policy would be ‘pursued 
under the Bill. He admitted there was 
a ditticulty with regard to county areas, 
and that schools in the remote districts 


could not be fairly managed from the 
county centre. In such ceases local 
managers were necessary, but in the 


urban districts the authority should have 
the right either to appoint managers or 
to manage schools directly, as they thought 
best. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
feared that the First Lor« hardly realised | 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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all that was covered by the Amendment, 
He had dealt with the matter only from 
the point of view of the county areas, 
whereas the supporters of the Amend. 
ment had in view the urban districts, 
and particularly the non-county boroughs 
with small populations, in which it w ould 
be absurd to require the appointment of 
managers. The practice of School Boards 
was not to appoint managers. It was 
only in London and two or three of the 
larger places that that course had been 
adopted. The practice of the School 
Board was to appoint a School Manage. 
ment Committee, by which all details 
affecting the individual schools were 
dealt with. He quite agreed that in the 
county areas it was desirable to have 
managers, but in the small urban districts 
it was not only undesirable from the point 
of view of ordinary administration, but it 
was also placing another buffer between the 
ratepayers and the schools. The absur. 
dity of the proposal was perhaps the best 
argument that could be brought against 
it. In a town of 12,000 inhabitants, 
about one-sixth of the population would 
be in the public elementary schools, and 
those 2,000 children would, as a rule, be 
accommodated in three schools. Was it 
necessary to compel the local authority to 
appoint eighteen managers for those 
schools? It would be really absurd to 
have three sets of six managers, plus the 
urban local authority, plus the County 
Council for secondary education—all 
exercising control over those unfortunate 
schools. He earnestly hoped this ques 
tion would be reconsidered as it atffected 
the urban districts. In the county areas, 
where the central management was remote 
from the school, it was necessary to have 
somebody on the spot to see that the 
regulations were carried into etfect. The 
present Amendment was possibly not the 
best that could be devised, and he sug- 
gested that the object could he secured 
by the substitution of “may ~ for ‘shall’ 
in the first line of the Amendment to be 


proposed by the right hon. Gentleman 
himself. 
Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. 


Gentleman did not appear to appreciate 
the importance of the Amendment. 
The only answer he had given was that 
it was but reasonable that in the county 
local managers should be appointed, and 
that the County Council or its Com 
mittee should not undertake the whole 
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york. That was quite obvious, but 
surely the right hon. Gentleman re- 
membered that Clause 1 provided that 
the Council of a borough with 10,000 
inhabitants, or of an urban district with 
90,000, should be the local education 
authority for the purposes of Clause 3. 
Could any reason be suggested for the 
appointment of local managers in a 


borough of 10,000 jnhabitants? No 
gin could possibly result from the 


adoption of such a course, as it would 
be perfectly easy for the local education 
authority itself to control and supervise 
the whole of the elementary education 
in the area. The case was all the 
stronger when he considered the existing 
hw. By Clause 6, the powers and duties 
of the School Board were transferred 
to the new authority. and under the 
existing law, the School Board had 
power to appoint managers if it thought 
ft to do so. Why should this power, 
which the School Board had hitherto 
hd, be withdrawn from the new 
authority? It was very desirable to 
have unity of management in these 
smaller areas ; and why—to take the case 
instanced by the hon. Member for North 
West Ham—should it be necessary to 
have three different sets of managers 
when it would be much better and 
simpler for the local authority to 
manage the schools directly? The 
management would be more efficient. 








This point appeared in a stronger light 
when they considered economy, for one 
of the greatest difficulties would arise 
from the uneconomical management of 
the school. It was pointed out in a 
letter in Zhe Times by Mr. Edward 
Buxton, who was at one time the 
Chairman of the Essex School Board, that 
one of the greatest difficulties would be 
when a board of managers incurred ex- 
penses they would have no motive in keep- 
ing them down. Surely, as far as they 
could they ought not only to keep the 
managers in close touch with the local 
authorities, but they should also group 
the schools. In the case of counties 
they would have to group the schools, 
but in the boroughs and the smaller 
urban districts they had the grouping 
power already, and they were going 
wil ully to depart from it by imposing 
the obligation to appoint managers 
where there was no necessity for it. As 
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was said by the hon. Member for West 
Ham, they wanted to distinguish large 
areas from smallareas. He understood the 
hon. Memberforthe Exchange Division said 
that that plan worked well at Liverpool 
and Wolverhampton, and what reason 
was there to depart from it? He 
contended that in the case of the 
smaller boroughs and urban districts the 
power ought not to be withdrawn. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman should 
introduce an Amendment which would 
distinguish between the cases in which 
managers ought to be appointed from 
amongst themselves, and cases where it 
was to be left to the local authority to 
appoint managers or not, as_ they 
thought fit. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished 
to make two observations, one on the 
form and the other on the substance of 
this Amendment. This proposal would 
make it absolutely impossible to go on 
with the Amendment which the 
Government had put down on _ the 
Paper. The thing was inadmissible in 
its present shape. As regarded the 
substance, no doubt an Amendment 
could be introduced embodying the view 
of the hon. Member at a later stage in 
conformity with the general framework 
of the Clause as the Government now 
proposed to adopt it. He would respect- 
fully point out to his hon. friend the 
Member for West Ham that he thought 
his Amendment was unnecessary. In 
any case, it ought not to be discussed 
now. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said the general rule had _ been not 
to appoint these Committees. Moreover, 
where these local Committees had been 
appointed in boroughs they had not 
been appointed for single schools, but 
for a group of three or four schools, and 
their powers had been so reduced that 
they had become merely visitors of the 
schools ; so that practically, with regard 
to the School Boards in boroughs. 
they had been adverse to what 
was proposed in the Bill. The 
local authority, in the case of a 
borough discovering that it had too 
much work to do, could, under Clause 15 
of the Education Act, delegate its powers 
to a Committee. He hoped the First 
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Lord of the Treasury would make it clear 


that he was willing to accept this as an 
optional and not as a compulsory power. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said that the addi- 
tion of a very few words would leave it 
optional in the case of boroughs and urban 
districts where the authority was the only 
elected authority, and would leave it still 
compulsory in the case of counties. He 
hoped the First Lord of the Treasury 
would insist upon keeping in the Clause 
the compulsory appointment of managers 
The right hon. 


in the case of counties. 
collision — was 


Gentleman said that no 
possible or permissible between the local 
authority and the managers, but consider- 
ing the composition of the bodies of the 
managers of voluntary schools, he failed 
to see the force of that argument. 


*\Irn. CHANNING thought the First 
Lord of the Treasury had not fully con- 
sidered the differences between one place 
and another. His method might be applic- 
able to the relation of the County Council 
to a large number of the areas under the 
County Council, but the right hon. 
Gentleman must be aware, from the con- 
struction of his own Bill, that the ultimate 
form in which this question of manage- 
ment would present itself would not only 
be limited to those urban districts over 
20,000, but they would probably have to 
contemplate a state of things in which a 
very large number of authorities for small 
areas would become the local authority 
for elementary education. Therefore, 
this question was not limited in the form 
put by the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and the plan suggested was a wholly 
inadeyuate way of dealing with it. He 
invited the right hon. Gentleman to 
put before the Committee a more complete 
and elastic solution of the immediate 
difficulty they had to face. 


*(4.45.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT 
(Warwickshire, Rugby) said his hon. 
friend had raised a very important issue 
by the Amendment. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman did not meet the 
point put to him from this side of the 
House. That point was that when they 
came to hisown Amendment they would 
have to consider a proposal that the 
education authority “shall have a body 
of managers.’”” What those who were 
supporting the present 


Mr. Yoeall. 
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wanted the right hon. Gentleman to tel} 
thera was whether he would substitut. 
“may” for “shall.” The real difficulty 
would be in the small districts, and 
especially in the case of small School 
Boards where there was no need for 
managers at all. He instanced the case 
of Chiswick, where there were foyry 
schools and a School Board of nine 
members. They did not want managers 
there to see after the schools at all. Jj 
in such a case there were managers for 
each school, there would be no end of 
friction anda large amount of trouble, 
In the case of a county, it would be 
necessary to have some sort of manage. 
ment over the schools. i 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, without giving 
a pledge, undertook to consider whether 
in small boroughs the appointment of 
managers should not be compulsory. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether, 
in a district having, say, 12,000 inhabi- 
tants and four s«hools, the town couneil 
would be compelled to appoint. six 
managers for each, making twenty-four 
in all. Would a County Council for a 


whole county be bound to appoint 
managers for each school throughout 


the county, or could they group town, 
villages, or districts! It appeared to 


him the words of the Clause meant 
that each school should _ have 
managers Of its own. He further 


asked the Attorney General to state 
whether the object the Government had 
in view would not be met by such words 
as “where the local authority think 
necessary.” 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) said 
it would certainly not be necessary to 
have four distinct sets of managers; the 
authority would appoint six members 
as a managing body, and these would 
manage the four schools. With regard 
tothe second question put by the hon. 
Member, he said there was a Clause 
touching it standing in the name of 
his right hon. friend, and he thought 
it better that he should refrain from 
discussing it at the present time. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE was satisfied 
that School Boards would not, asa rule, 
if they had to recommence their work, 
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appoint managers ; they would effect 
their object by the appointment of 
inspectors. Experience had shown that 
the local inspector came into collision 
with the school managers, who were far 
too apt to look to their own single school 
rather than to the whole of the schools 
under the Board. An expenditure desired 
by the managers of one school might be 
small for one school, but it bec»me a 
large expenditure for the whole of the 
shools. In that way local managers did 
not promoteeconomy. If they wereto have 
separate sets of managers for each school, 
it would mean in the County of Norfolk 
that they would require 3,000 managers. 
He did not think that number could be 
found who would be willing to give the 
time necessary for management. 


Me. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) thought that it 
would be desirable to give the local 


authority discretion by such words as 
“may, if they think fit, and shall, if 
required to do so by the Board of Kdu- 
cation, appoint a Board of managers.” 


Mr. CHARLES MARTHUR expressed 
himself satisfied with the promise given 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, and 
desired to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) felt that something 
more definite should be said before the 
Amendment was withdrawn. It seemed 
to him that the proposal of the Bill was 
an extraordinary clumsy way of doing 
what was done now, without difficulty 
of friction, to the satisfaction of the Edu- 
cation Department and of the schools 
themselves. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man went on to say that obviously the 
borough or urban local authority would 
have the power to appoint a Board of 
managers, and that it might consist of 
members of the local education authority. 
The First Lord did not seem to see the 
point raised by hon. Members on both 
sides of the House. What happened at 
the present moment was that where a 
School Board did not appoint a Board 
of managers to a school, the School 
Board was practically its own managers. 
Surely it was a very clumsy way of 
dealing with this question—both from 
the point of view of the local authority | 
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and the schools themselves—that the 
local education authority shoiild pick 
out six members of their own body, each 
six members to be managers of, say, six 
different schools in the area. The right 
hon. Gentleman should give a more 
satisfactory explanation of his own pro- 
posal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped that the 
right hon. Gentleman would not divide 
on this Amendment, as it would prejudge 
the whole question, and would not be 


in the interest of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s own case. He was clearly of 
opinion that this was not the proper 


place to deal with the question at all. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said he 
quite saw that it would be disadvantage- 
ous to negative this Amendment, because 
afterwards nothing could be done upon it. 
But the point they wished to put before 


the right hon. Gentleman was that 
there were many cases where no 


managers would be appointed—where 
it was not desirable that managers 
should be appointed; but that the local 
education authority should do as the 
School Boards now did, and be the 
managers themselves. The right hon. 
Gentleman should give an undertaking 
to meet that point. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
not agree to that, because it would be 
inconsistent with his own Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
question was whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would give an assurance 
that, when he came to his Amendment, 
he would deal with this point. His own 
supporters told him that there were 
cases where it was very undesirable that 
there should be a compulsory appoint- 
ment of managers. On all hands it 
was admitted that there ought to be 
this liberty. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said his 
difficulty in regard to this Amendment 
was that it would not read with the 
Clause at all, and that it raised 
the whole question at the wrong time. 
He must say—having listened to the 
debate, and being prepared to support 
the principle of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Amendment at the right time— 
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that, from a purely educational point 
of view, it would be inadvisable to force 
the issue now to a decision, and so 
prevent the raising of the question in 
another shape at the proper time. The 
best course would be to close the dis- 
cussion now, and raise the question on 
the First Lord's Amendment. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said 
that the proposal of the Amendment 
would shorten the debate, otherwise 
the question would have to be raised 
over again. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wished 
to ask the First Lord whether his objec- 
tion to the Amendment was a purely 
technical one ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that surely 
he had gone as far as any reasonable 
man could expect the Government to 
go. It was not an easy thing to draft 
his Amendment off-hand. He had 
heard al] the arguments, and he ad- 
mitted that there was a good deal 
to be suid in favour of making a dis- 
tinction between some kinds of educa- 
tion areas and other kinds. But this 
was not the time to discuss that. Could 
anything be more reasonable than what 


he had said ? 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(5.10.) Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS 
(Denbighshire, W.) said the issue raised 
by his next Amendment was a 


very clear one. It was inevitable that 
it should be raised when they came to 
discuss the question of management. 
Having regard to all the circumstances 
of the case, and in the interests of educa- 
tional etliciency, was it not best that all 
those schools should be managed under 
the same conditions of management ! 
If this Bill passed, the position would be 
that in the case of every public elementary 
school there would be equal power of 
rating and aid, equal Imperial grants 
from the Treasury; and the whole 
secular instruction in these schools would 
be under the control of the same educa- 
tion authority. There was a distinction 
between the two classes of schools, which 
arose from the fact that the denomina- 
tional schools were built and owned, not 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 820 
by the local education authority, but by 
the denomination which had provided 
the funds for building the schools. As a 
Nonconformist, he desired to meet that 
position frankly and fairly; and in his 
judgment that difference between the 
two classes of schools should be reason. 
ably and justly made in some other way 
than that proposed by the Bill, What 
he and those who agreed with him 
wanted was to do away with any sense 
of injustice in regard to a system of 
education which should be national. If 
the Clause was passed in its present form, 
it would be the means of stirring up very 
serious strife and discord throughout the 
country for months and years to come. 
Feeling most deeply that the question of 
elementary education was vital to the 
progress of the country, he deplored that 
an opportunity of this kind was to be 
allowed to pass away without doing 
something to meet the difficulty, and 
ensuring unanimity in regard to the 
justice of the Nonconformist demands. 
He might be asked how he was prepared, 
if he did not accept the plan of the 
Government for the irresponsible manage- 
ment of denominational schools, to meet 
the difficulty of compensating those who 
had spent so much money in erecting 
these schools, and have done it under the 
stimulus of what they considered to be 
the best interests of the country. In the 
first place, he would give an adequate 
money payment in the shape of rent for 
the school buildings; and in the second 
place, he would agree that the definite 
religious instruction in all these schools 
should be ensured by the Bill. He 
ventured to say that if that were done, 
the justice of thecase would be met, and 
there would not be created in the 
country any feeling of injustice. If all 
the managers of every public elementary 
school were to be nominated in every 
case by the local education authority, 
he ventured to submit that the local 
education authority would be a 
thoroughly representative body, and 
representative not of any one class 
or section of the community, but of 
the whole area in which the public 
elementary schools were established. 
For these reasons, it was most important 
that we should do justice when we closed 
these schools, and adequately compensate 
those who had spent large sums of 
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money onthem. It was most important 
that this management principle should 
be so arranged as to insure equal treat- 
ment in every school. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 38, after the word ‘ schools,’ 
to insert the words ‘within the area of any 
local education authority.’”—(J/r. Herbert 
Roberts.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the pro- 
posal of the hon. Gentleman, as he 
understood it, was to have an identic 
system of management whether they 
were dealing with a school provided by 
the education authority or with a de- 
nominational school. But that would 
cut away the very principle of the Bill, 
and the basis of compromise which was 
intended. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to have in his mind some 
expedient by which the denomination ot 
aschool could be retained while having 
precisely the same kind of management 
as that provided by the education 
authority; he had never heard of any 
such scheme and he doubted whether 
any scheme of the kind was practicable. 
Under these cireumstances, he could not 
aceept the Amendment, which seemed to 
him to cut the very root of the com- 
promise the Bill was intended to effect. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said the 
Amendment raised the question of what 
kind of control the educational authority 
was to have over 140,000 voluntary | 
schools. ‘The Committee ought to have 
some more information on this question. 
Was there to be any control over these 
managers, or were they to be absolutely | 
independent of, and superior to, the local | 
authority? That was the real issue on | 
which this matter was to be judged. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are! 
absolutely under their control as far as | 
secular instruction is concerned. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said, so 
they had been told, but he had read the 
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‘ another, it was to be left to the Board of 
Education to determine between them. 
In Clause 8 there was a sub-section which 
read— 

‘«The managers of the school shall carry out 
any directions of the local education authority 
as to the secular instruction to be given in the 
school.” 

In Section 2 of the same Clause, however, 
they read— 

“*Tf any question arises under this section 
between the local education authority and the 
managers of a school, that question shall be 
determined by the Board of Education.” 
Really, the right hon. Gentleman should 
not contradict in such a manner, when 
there was such a Clause as that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he apologised 
if he had been guilty of any rudeness. He 
assured the right hon. Gentleman that 
the control of the education authority 
was absolute over secular education. If 
the Education Department was brought 
in under the section read, it could only 
be to determine whether a question in 
dispute related to secular education or 
not- 


Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
might be the right hon. Gentleman’s 
idea but it certainly was not in the Bill. 
The words used were “if any question 
arises.” Therefore, this great education 
authority was practically to be a subor- 
dinate authority, for the managers were 
to be independent of it, and might sub- 
mit a question in dispute to the arbitra- 
ment of the Education Department. 
Another point was that they could not 
enforce compliance—there was no power 
in them to refuse a rate. Clause 8 said— 

“Compliance with this section shall be one 
of the conditions required to be fulfilled by an 
elementary school in order to obtain a Parlia- 
mentary grant.” 

So that it was the Parliamentary grant 
in the hands of the Board of Education 


| which was the power to enforce com- 


pliance. There was no power to with- 
hold the rate—they were bound to main- 
tain efficiency, and bound to pay the rate, 
and withholding the Parliamentary grant 
was the only method by which they could 
enforce compliance. The consequence 
was that the managers were absolutely 





Bill, and, so far as he understood it, if the | independent of the local education autho- 
local ediication authority came to one| rity. The local education authority first 


decision and the school managers to | of all, must have its directions disobeyed, 
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and when they were disobeyed the 
method to enforce compliance was to 
withhold, not the fund at their disposal, 
which they themselves raised out of the 
rates, and which they were bound to 
give in order to maintain efficiency, but 
the Parliamentary grant. The whole 
question was whether the managers of 
these voluntary schools were, or were 
not, under the control at all of the local 
education authorities. So far as he 
read the Bill, they were not. It was all 
very well to say the local education 
authorities were supreme in secular 
education, but they were not supreme. 
As the Bill was framed, with the Amend- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman to 
Clause 8, there was no control over the 
managers of the schools whatever. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY & said 
that, as the Bill stood, the education 
authority was supreme. The sixth 
Clause provided that the control of all 
secular instruction in public elementary 
schools should be given to the local 
education authority; in the sub-section 
of the eighth clause read by the right 
hon. Gentleman this provision as to 
secular instruction was carried further 
If any question came before the Board 
of Education under that sub-section, they 
must decide it according to law, and the 
law was that the directions given by the 
local education authority as to secular 
instruction were to be carried out. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said no doubt the 
hon. and learned Gentleman was perfectly 
right, but he would point out that Clause 
6 laid it down that the local education 
authority was to be the supreme autho- 
rity with 
How was that policy carried out? 
The Government had a very difficult pro- 
blem to solve. They were endeavouring 
to preserve denominational education 
with public control. How the First 


Lord of the Treasury could imagine he | 
was giving supreme control over secular | 


education to the local education 
authority when only two of the six 
managers appointed would represent 
the public, he did not know. The diffi- 
culty would arise mostly under the 
sub-section which said these authorities 
must keep up to a certair standard 
the fabric of these schools The 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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| distinctive 
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Government had this impossible task 


before it, and what the ultimate 
result would be, he could not say; but 
directly the schools were put upon the 
rates, only one inevitable result would 
be arrived at, which no amount of gerry. 
mandering would put off. This Amend- 
ment proposed to set up, so far as it could 
be set up at the present stage, one 
form of management for all  clasges 
of schools, whether denominational 
or not. That was impossible, and he 
thought the Committee ought to en- 
deavour to settle the question of the 
management of the public authority 
schools first, and afterwards come to the 
question of the denominational schools, 
They could agree without much difficulty 
as to the form of management of the 
public authority schools, therefore let 
them get a good and effective manage. 
ment of those schools, and get that out 
of the way first, and then they could 
come to this, as he believed, insoluble 
question of the management of the 
denominational schools. 


*(5.38.) Mr. CHANNING said the 
First Lord appeared to object to this 
Amendment because it gave uni- 
formity to the management in both 
forms of schools. It was perfectly 
obvious if by this Amendment they 
adopted a method applicable to both 
classes of schools, subsequent Amend- 
ments would be required to guard in 
detail some of the rights of the voluntary 
schools, and that, he understood, his hon. 
friend would assent to. The First Lord 
had stated that he had never heard any 
suggestion for protecting denominational 
teaching, yet suggestions had repeatedly 
been made from the moment the Act of 
1870 had passed. Many educational 
experts, and notably Dr. Crosskey, so 
long the Chairman of the Birmingham 
School Board, have again and again 
recommended the voluntary — schools 
should be granted a rate and be placed 
under the control of the School Board, 
|and should, in spite of that, have a 
| right to retain their school buildings for 
| denominational teaching, outside the 

hours of the ordinary 
secular curriculum of the school. 
That plan had been referred to again 
| and again in the debates in this House. 
| Assuming, therefore, that his hon. friend 
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would consent to Amendments which 
would cover some sort of provision for 
denominational teaching. of a distinctive 
type, in these schools granted to the 
religious bedies, the Amendment before 
the House would be essentially a business- 
like Amendment, and a proper one for 
them to support. He did not see any 
suggestion from the point of view of the 
First Lord’s Amendment which would 
tend to educational efficiency. The 
supporters of voluntary schools in country 
districts must wish their schools brought 
into the organisation of the higher 
education of the whole area; they did 
not wish to be treated on an isolated and 
distinct basis, and that being so, it 
semed to him that the more they 
assimilated the form of the administra- 
tion of these schools, rendering uniform 
the character of their management, the 
better the machinery they were creating 
for securing the real efficiency of each 
school. He had always held that under 
the scheme to which he had referred it 
was perfectly possible to reconcile the 
efficiency of the school with the retention 
of distinctive religious teaching, and he 
would welcome any proposal which would 
guard the rights of those interested in 
denominational teaching in the voluntary 
schools, and would, at the same time, 
bring those schools into that one uniform 
scheme which was essential for secular 
education in the count es. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said in regard 
to the suggestion of the hon. Member 


for North Camberwell that this discus 
sionshould be postponed in order to deal 
with one class of school before coming 
to the other, his contention was that this 
Bill, from the point of view of finance at 
all events, placed both classes in exactly 
the same position from the public point 
of view. and that from that point of view 
the relationship ofthe schools to the public 
authority should be exactly the same. 
What reason was there for Parliament 
to treat these two classes of schools 
differently? None; yet Parliament was 
now asked to make a great distinction 
between those schools, 
was to provide denominational teaching 


{21 JuLy 1902} 


whose chief end | it 


and those who did not provide such | 


teaching. He did not think Parliament | 
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schools. He was aware that a difference 
had been recognised previously, because 
the right hon. Gentleman had said 
“why object to pay rates for these 
denominational schools when you do 
not object to pay taxes forthem.’ The 
answer was simple. The taxes had been 
paid for the maintenance of these schools 
under the arrangement come to in 1870. 
In 1870 they arrived at a compromise 
which recognised the denominational 
schools, and undertook to grant a certain 
limited amount to them, while they on 
their part found an equal sum in volun- 
tary subscriptions. That had now gone, 
and both classes of schools were put on 
the same footing so far as finance was 
concerned, and the time was rapidly ap 
proaching when these schools, so far as 
management was concerned, would have 
to be put on exactly the same basis as 
the public authority schools. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said the money for 
the denominational schools would not be 
paid out of the Exchequer, but out of 
voluntary subscriptions, but he did not 
think the Government believed that a 
single penny for the maintenance of the 
voluntary schools would be provided by 
means of voluntary subscriptions; the 


whole of it would come out of the 
Exchequer. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said far harder things 


than had been said on the Liberal side of 
the House. He had said it was an out- 
rage to try and prevent the children of 
denominationalists being educated out of 
the rates. Nobody wished to shut them 
out. The outrage was that denomina- 
tional schools should be maintained out 
of the rates. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke upon this matter as if the Com- 
mittee were making proposals to re-enact 
the Conventicles Act, not as regarded 
Nonconformity, but as regarded second- 
ary schools. There was no such inten- 
tion on the part of anybody. The in- 
tention was not to prevent the de- 
nominational schools having these rights, 
not to limit the religious teaching, but 
to insure that such religious teaching 
should not be given by the public author- 
y ; that it should only be given with the 
consent of the public authority, and at 
times provided by them. That was the 
rule which had been laid down for many 


ought to be invited to make any such | years, and that proposition, if accepted, 


distinction in the treatment of these 


would end in the freedom of education 
2H 2 
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from the bitterness of religious contro- 
versy. With regard to its beingimmoral 
to levy rates for this purpose, as the right 
hon. Gentleman said, that surely was 
putting it rather high. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
so. What I said was that to resist the 
legal obligation to pay rates would be im- 
moral. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON thought that 
was a distinction without a difference. He 
did not think that these things should 
be considered from a moral standpoint. 
There was no justification for denomina- 
tional schools to claim to have supreme 
control of these schools, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman recognised that fact 
some arrangement might be come to. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said there was 
no part of the Education Bill now before 
the House which had caused greater 
disappointment than the want of 
appreciation on the part of the Govern- 
ment with regard to this matter of 
public control. This Bill aggravated 
rather than relieved the difficuity. 
Everybody hoped that when _ the 
question of education was reopened, 
the question of publie control, where 
public funds were concerned, would be 
recognised in a different way to which it 
was by this Bill) Where schools were 
maintained entirely out of public 
funds they should be governed, so 
far as secondary and secular education 
was concerned, by those who contri- 


buted to the fund, and if an arrange- | 


ment could be come to with hon. Gentle- 
men opposite with regard to religious 
teaching, he was sure it would be met 
by those who sat with him. The whole 
contention of hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House in favour of their 
maintaining their control was in 
consequence of their having supplied the 
buildings. The present management of 
those schools, which had been, and which 
would continue to be, maintained by 
public funds, was largely in irresponsible 
hands, and often in the hands of one man, 
but if it passed from the hands of that one 
man tothe denomination, there wouldstill 
be a grievance. He contended that taxa- 
tionand representationshould go together. 
What was the present position of the 
Mr. Alfred Hutton. 
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teaching profession in the denomina- 
tional schools? No one who had 


taken any active part in the educa- 
tion question could be without abundant 
illustrations of the tyranny thac was 
practised over the teachers by the 
managers. One teacher had told him he 
was only able to obtain and retain his 
present position by becoming organist 
and choirmaster; that for twelve and a 
half years he had not had a holiday. 


*THE CHAIRMAN ealled attention to 
the fact that the hon. Member was stray- 
ing far away from the question. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he desired 
to point out the injustice which was 
perpetrated under the present system of 
management. This Bill would not re- 
move that injustice, and he was confident 
that until they got a larger local control 
into the management of the schools they 
would never get the teachers fairly 
treated. 


*THe CHAIRMAN invited the hon. 
Member to confine his remarks to the 
Amendment before the House. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE said he under- 
stood the Amendment opened up the 
whole field of control; if that was not se 
heapologised. With regard to the Amend- 
ment, it seemed to him there could be 
little said beyond the principle he had 
already laid down: that schools which 
were supported entirely out of the public 
funds should be wholly governed, so far as 
| secular educaton was concerned, by those 
who contributed the money. 








*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said the Prime Minister and 
the Attorney General had given an 
extremely important assurance, namely, 
that Sub-section 2 of Clause & related 
merely to what was or was not 
secular education, but such an assur- 
ance would not affect any judicial decision. 
Would the right hon, Gentleman assent, 
therefore, to the insertion of certain 
words, such words for instance as—— 





*THe CHAIRMAN said the hon. Gentle. 

man was now proceeding to amend 
Clause 8. They had better dispose ci. 
| Clause 7 first. 
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*\Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he was 
only asking the right hon. Gentleman 
for an assurance in that respect, because 
such an assurance might greatly affect 
their attitude on this Amendment. 
He would like to draw attention to 
one or two anomalies which would 
exist unless the uniform control which it 
was the object of this Amendment to 
secure was adopted. There were schools 
which not only received their mainten- 
ance, but interest on the cost of build- 


ings paid by way of rent from public | 
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to pay for the religious teaching they 
desired. This Amendment was a pre- 
liminary skirmish. The real great contest 
would come when they arrived at the 
Amendment of which the First Lord 
had given notice, tut every opportunity 
must be seized of warning the Govern- 
ment against the mighty wave of 
passion that they would have to face 





unless the Bill was modified, and Amend- 
ments of this kind accepted. The 
Government were doing a great dis- 
service to the parish clergy. Some hon. 


funds. Would not those schools be placed | Members opposite did not understand 
under the same kind of control as schools | the intense mistrust, he might almost 





provided by the educational authority ? 


(6.10.) Mr. BROADHURST expressed 
surprise that the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury should not have accepted this 
Amendment. He should have thought 
it would have commended itself to the 
right hon. Gentleman, whose whole 
argument had been that the Bill was 
to promote uniformity, and to have one 
central system of education throughout 
the country. This Amendment sought 
to maintain and provide for the effective 
and efficient control of all schools 
throughout the country, whether de- 
nominational or otherwise. 
was, the right hon. Gentleman seemed 
to think that the Nonconformist had 
been a willing contributor through 
taxation to the funds of voluntary 
schools, and had acquiesced without 
protest in being deprived of any share 
in their management. An assertion of 
that kind was entirely misleading. Ever 
since 1870 there had been unceasing 
protest. He had with him a Church 
organ—-perhaps he should say an organ 
of the Chureh—the Church Guzette, in 
Which it was stated that one of the 
dangers of the present time was the 
attitude adopted by the Church towards 
education. The Prime Minister had said 
that he did not read newspapers. He 
wished that the right hon. Gentleman 
did read newspapers, and that he had 
seen the letters which appeared last 
week from leading Nonconformists of 
this country. He would there have 
discovered a determination that they 
would not be taxed against their con- 
sciences for the teaching of a religion 
which they did not subscribe to, while 
in their own case they had themselves 


The fact | 


| 


say the hatred, of the clergymen of the 
| Established Church in some parts of 
| the country. [Cries of “No.”| Then 
‘they did not know their countrymen, 
| ’ ° ° ¢ e 

,and they were legislating for a class 
‘they did not understand. They had 
/not yet realised the strength of the 
| religious sentiment of the working-class 
portion of the Dissenters in the country. 
Tt was proposed to give to the clergy 
| practical control of schools which the 
people paid for out of their rates and 
‘taxes. The representatives of the people 
were to have no effective control what- 
| ever in the management of these schools. 
That was the case against the proposal. 
|The Nonconformists were to be rated 
_in order that the clergy might have sole 
|control and management of national 
| schools. This was the view of the case 
| put forth moderately. [Laughter.] They 
| would find it was put forth with modera- 
| tion when they compared it with what 
| they had to meet in the country. He 
‘hoped the Government would yet see 
| their way to accept the modification pro- 
| posed in the Amendment, though he did 
| not expect they would. They were rush- 
|ing forward towards a great national 
| erisis in ecclesiastical affairs. He was 
not concerned in small matters o | detail ; 
he was only concerned in the great cen- 
| tral principle that they had no right to 
rate him for religious purposes. If what 
| was now proposed became law there 
/would be such a feeling of national 
resentment that no Government would 
be able to maintain themselves in 
office who did not modify, if not repeal, 
‘the Bill which was designed and sup- 
ported by Church influence, and drawn 


-as though for the purpose:of insulting 
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Nonconformists. 


working men, and they would not be 
slow to accept it if by brute force the 


This Bill was a chal- 
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would. still remain for the sectarian part 


which. were the property of the denomi- 
nations to which they belonged. A 


l 
lenge to the manhood of the dissenting of education. The first was the buildings, 


measure was placed upon the Statute- 


book. 


Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE said 


denomination would be able to say “ If 
you don’t permit us to give the religious 
| education that suits our denomination 


the | we can withdraw these buildings, and 





Amendment really raised the question of | put you to the expense of providing 


uniformity of management — whether | others.” 


The second safeguard was that 


there should be the same management | the managers would be elected by the 
for Board schools and voiuntary schools. | parents who sent their children to the 


It was the one Amendment that raised | school. 


That was the Scottish system, 


the question of the Scottish system. The | and they might depend upon it that the 
First Lord of the Treasury had com- | religious teaching was dogmatic enough. 
mendedthe Scottish system as thoroughly | 


logical, and, therefore, he ought to com- | 


(6.28.) Question put. 


mend his hon. friend’s Amendment to 


the House. 
sarily destroyed the 
character of the schools. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ; Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


He did not think it neces- 
denominational | Noes, 273. 
Two safeguards | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120 
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Sullivan, Donal 


Royds, Clement Molyneaux 
Talbot, Lord FE. 


Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- Talbot, Rt HnJ. 
Samuel, Harrv S. (Limehouse) | Thornton, Perey M. 
Wim. Edw. M. | 


Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) Tomlinson, Sir 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln | Valentia, Viscount 


Mr. TREVELYAN said he wished to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he did not think that the simplest way 
of accomplishing the end of making a 
difference between the County Councils 
and the Councils of boroughs and urban 
districts distinct, would be to insert the 
words which he proposed in his Amend- 
ment. The Clause would run as 
follows :--‘‘(a) Where the local education 
authority is the County Council, it shall 
have a body of managers consisting of.” 
Then the next line as to the number of 
managers would be omitted, and, when 
they came to (b) it would read, “ where 
the local education authority is the 
council of a borough or urban district 
that authority may appoint a number 
of managers.” He begged to move 
that Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he under- 
stood that the intention of the hon. 
Gentleman was to draw a distinction 
between the borough and urban district 
schools and the County Council schools. 
He had drafted an Amendment to carry 
out that object, but it would come on in 
the big Amendment after the word 
“shall.” That would be a more con- 
venient place for it. The sub-section of 
his Amendment would run thus, with 
the inserted Amendment which he pro- 
posed :—“ All public elementary schools 
provided by the local education authority 
shall, where the local education author- 
ity is a council of the county, appoint a 
number of managers, etc,’ down to 
‘minor local authority.” Then it would 
run, “where the local education author- 
ity is the council of a borough or urban 


| Wylie, Alexander 
(Chichester) Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
G.(Oxf’d Univ. | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


district, they may, if they think fit, 
appoint a body of managers of such 
numbers as they may determine.” That, 
he thought, would meet the object of 
the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. BRYCE said he wished to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he was 
satisfied that that was compatible with 
the words the Committee had already 
passed. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
so. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that per- 
haps they might start with his Amend- 
ment now. He did not desire to make 
any long speech —— 


Mr. M’KENNA said that ona point 
of order he wished to ask the ruling of 
the Chairman as to whether the Amend- 
ment was in order. He submitted that 
though the substance of the Amend- 
ment might be germane to the Clause, 
still the form of it was such as to be an 
alternative to Clause 7. The proper 
course would be to move it as a new 
Clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORG E contended that 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment 
was an Amendment to sub-Nection (e) of 
Clause 8, and ought to be moved to that 
sub-Section and not to Clause 7. When- 
ever an Amendment was germane to 
something in a subsequent Clause the 
Chairman had invariably ruled it out 
of order in regard to the Clause under 
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discussion at the time. This Amendment 
dealt with the number and proportion 
of managers, and the result of this 
Amendment, if carried, would be that 


subSection (e) would have to be left out | 
of Clause 8, a1 


* Tue CHAIRMAN: This Clause deals | 


with the management of schools, and 
dearly all matters that are relevant to 
the management of schools can be dealt 
with on this Clause. It is quite true 
that sub-Section (e) of Clause 8 seems 
also to deal with the management of 
schools. Ido not profess to be an expert 
draftsman, but I should have thought 
that sub-Section (e) of Clause 8 ought to 
have come under Clause 7, because 
the whole question of management is 
dealt with in Clause 7. The hon. Mem- 
ber for North Monmouthshire suggests 
that this proposal is an alternative, and 
therefore cannot be raised here. I should 
say that the Amendment of the First 
Lord of the Treasury is an elaboration, 
but not a destruction, of Clause 7, and I 
do not think it is of so different a 
character as to justify me in ruling it 
out of order. It is a mere elaborating 
proposal, and we often have elaborating 
Clauses. 


Mr. M’KENNA pointed out that 
Clause 7 provided that all public elemen- 
tury schools should be managed by 
managers appointed under Section 15 of 
the Elementary Education Act, 1870, 
and in the case of schools not so provided 
by the persons who were the managers 
ior the purposes of the Elementary Edu- 
cation Acts, 1870 to 1900. In 
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| the 


the | 


amended Clause now proposed by the | 
First Lord of the Treasury, these two | 
proposals were dropped, and an entirely | 


diferent proposal was raised. Under 
these circumstances he submitted that 
this Amendment was not a mere elabora- 
tion but a wholly distinct proposal, and 
the whole purpose of Clause 7 was 
altered. Therefore, he submitted that 


there could not be a clearer case of this | 
proposal being an alternative one, which | 


ought t» be moved as a new Clause. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I cannot take 
the view of the hon. Member upon 
this point. I grant that it is a con- 
siderable change, but it seems to be/| 
fairly relevant to the Clause. | 
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| (6.50.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he 
| thought the Committee wouldfeel that the 
ruling which had just been delivered from 
the Chair was at all events in accordance 
with the views of a very large number of 
hon. Members who wished to endeavour 
to amend this Clause, and had put 
down Amendments on _ the Paper. 
Although he admitted that his Amend- 
ment greatly expanded the Clause, yet 
his proposal was quite in harmony with 
the original Clause. He noticed an 
Amendment standing in the name of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen which not only provided, 
ashis Amendment provided, an elaborate 
scheme of management, but it was an 
absolute contradiction of the Clause to 
which his proposal was an Amendment. 
Therefore he had not gone far as 
the right hon. Gentleman in endeavour- 
ing to carry out this change. He did 
not think it would be necessary to say 
much in moving his Amendment, but 
he would like to preface what he had to 
say by reminding the Committee, as he 
thought he should have to remind 
them again and again, that they were 
not now dealing with the control of 
secular education in these schools nor 
with the authority that had the control 
of, or was responsible for, these schools. 
He had heard the speech of the hon 
Gentleman the Member for Leicester, 
in which he had denounced this Bill 
as withdrawing all management from 
the parents and giving it all over to 
clergymen of the parish. He 
was not going to discuss that point. 
Controversial as this Clause was, or had 
been made, it did not deal with 
the fundamental, supreme local authority 
dealing with education. ‘That authority 
was the local education authority ; and 
the managers, whether of voluntary 
schools, or of schools provided by the 
local education authority, possessed, and 
could only possess, a very subordinate 
position indeed as regarded anything 
connected with the secular education of 
the schools. 

What were the plans that had been 
pressed upon them for providing this 
management? There was not much 
controversy between them, he thought, 
as regarded the schools provided by the 
education authority. He had already 
intimated his intention of accepting an 


sO 
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Education 


the Government in the direction desired | 


on both sides of the Committee, and he 
did not think there ought to be much 
dispute as to the management of 
provided schools. Except possibly that 
he might be asked, both with regard to 
provided schools and voluntary schools, 
what was the object of introducing the 
parents! It might seem a fanciful 


arrangement, and it certainly was not in | 


accordance with any educational 
precedent that he was aware of; but, on 
the whole, he was disposed to say, though 
he should not think of making it an 
important Government question, that it 
was a gain where they had the parent of 
the child on the management body. 
The parents of the children, he thought, 
had means of information as to what 
went on in the schools from the 
children’s point of view—which was 
worth remem bering—that other managers 
were not likely to have. He thought 
there was something to be said for the 
scheme he had suggested. At all events, 
it carried out that object, if it were a 
good object, without attempting the 
impossible, or nearly impossible, task of 
having a separate register of parents, and 
all the elaborate machinery which an 
individual register required. 

He passed to the voluntary schools, 
and he asked whether any ot the plans 
that had been suggested were really so 
good as the one the Government had 
proposed. It had been suggested that 
half the management should be appointed 
by the popularly-elected bodies, and it 
had been suggested that a majority 
should be given to the popularly-elected 
bodies. Both those schemes, whatever 
else could be said of them, were open to 
the objection, which was really vital 
from their point of view, that they 
would absolutely undenominationalise the 
schools. [Opposition cries of “No.” 
That never was part of their original 
scheme ; it was not part of it now; and 
he did not think the Committee ought 
to adopt either of them. Another plan 
which had been suggested was that there 
should be six managers, as proposed by 
him in his Amendment, but that only 
two of those should be members of the 
denominational bodies, two should 
represent the parents, and two the 
authority, but that all that concerned 


Mr, A. J, Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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the denominational and religious educa- 
tion should be in the hands of the two 
members who represented the denomina- 
tion. It was true that that, in form, 
and, possibly, in a majority of cases in 
substance, would make and keep the 
schools denominational schools; but he 
thought it would be to introduce 4 
wholly unworkable instead of a workable 
system. It would have another grave 
defect, of which he would say some. 
thing presently. But the first objection 
was almost enough. They were going to 
have the teacher selected by the two 
managers representing the denomina- 
tion, but, when he was selected, the 
teacher was to be subject to the super- 
vision of the whole body, which would 
be very differently composed from the 
fraction which elected it, and they 
would inevitably have an amount of 
local difficulty ane friction, in many cases, 
in their body of management which, he 
thought, would be absolutely ruinous to 
the smooth working of the system. 
That was a practical objection. 

But there was another objection which 
he felt very strongly, and which, he was 
quite sure, neither the Committee nor 
the country should lose sight of. He 
had been charged—and the Government 
had been charged—with doing his best 
to throw the whole religious teaching 
into the hands of the parsons; to make 
it as denominational as possible; as 
absolutely outside any popular element 
as possible; and as wholly confined to 
the narrow circle of what, in some cases, 
was described as religious bigotry. That 
was what the plan he was criticising 
would do, and that was what the plan 
of the Government would not do. By 
the plan he was criticising the selection 
of the teacher, and the whole of the 
regulations of the denominational teach- 
ing in the schools would depend on two 
men out of the whole body of six 
managers. Under the plan of the 
Government the whole of the six 
managers were equally concerned in 
the selection of the teacher, and in 
the regulations of the religious curt 
culum. There were those who had 
said that there would be an undue 
influence of the clerical element in these 
schools. That element, obviously, was 
diluted under the plan of the Govern 
ment, but it would be concentrated 
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under the plan he had criticised. In the 
latter shape it appeared to him in its 
most virulent form, if he might use an 
uncomplimentary adjective, and in the 
former in its most diluted form. The 
majority of the six managers of these 
schools would obviously be laymen. 
(“Oh!”] At all events, the number cf 
cases in which there were four of the 
dergy available to be managers of the 
schools must be very few; and he was 
quite sure that it would be as repulsive 
to the great body of Churchmen, of 
Wesleyans, or of Roman Catholics, to see 
four managers out of the six so chosen as 
it would be to any hon. Gentleman 
opposite. From this point of view, the 
Bill had, in his judgment, received an 
avalanche of unjust criticism. The plan 
he proposed seemed to him incomparably 
better than the plan which had been 
contrasted with it. That plan. he 
objected, was in some respects more 
denominational than that which he 
recommended, but it was unworkable, 
and, above all, it would make the clerical 
edement in the management unduly 
prominent. In these circumstances he 
thought the Committee would do well to 
accept this modification, if it was indeed 
a modification, of the original proposal. 
Much was gained by raising the number 
from three to six, and keeping the 
proportion the same. It not only 
avoided the criticism, which was very 
prominent in some of their earlier 
debates, that undue clerical infiuence 
was to be feared, but it avoided the 
total or possible exclusion of the locality 
from any management or interest in its 
own school. ‘There were to be two 
representatives of popularly - elected 
bodies ; one of them must be, and the 
other often would be, somebody locally 
interested in the school; one of them 
must be a parent, and therefore, in close 
touch with the needs of the children and 
thesentiments of the parents. This 
amended form of their original proposal 
was intended to be an honest endeavour, 
while keeping the denominational 
character of the school, to admit a 
local and an elective element. He 
believed the system would work to the 
satisfaction of the parents and those 
interested in the schools in ninety-nine 
hundredths of the country ; and he was 


Perfectly sure that, whatever other 


reproach it might be open to, it was not 
open to that class of reproach which he 
most often heard levelled against their 
proposals. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, lines 38 and 39, to leave out the 
words ‘shall be managed in the case of 
schools’? ”—(Mr. Balfour.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


(7.6.) Mr. TREVELYAWN said the 
Amendment raised two issues, viz., the 
amount of representation which the 
locality was to have on the managing 
body of schools described in the Bill. as 
provided by the local education authority, 
and the popular claim to representation 
onthe managing body of voluntaryschools. 
As to the first and less controversial 
question, the decision as to the amount 
of representation to be given to the 
urban districts and village councils 
was a matter of great importance, as 
regarded the effective working of the 
Bill. In the counties, the managing 
bodies for the urban districts and 
villages would be very far removed 
from the local education authority. 
There ought to be on the managing 
committees, people who knew the 
district, and care should be taken that 
no friction was caused by people being 
imposed on a district against the wishes 
of the inhabitants. Above all, there 
ought to be on that body persons chosen 
by the people of the locality, in order 
that the latter might be given a sense 
of proprietorship in the schools. The 
local Education Committee, chosen by 
the County Council, was a long way 
from the villages and the urban districts, 
the schools of which it would manage, 
and yet these places had, hitherto, 
through their School Boards, managed 
their schools themselves. In Yorkshire 
and Lancashire there were districts 
which for thirty years had had the 
whole of the management of the schools 
in their own hands, and had conducted 
it to the satisfaction of the people, and 
yet under this Bill they were in future 
to be dependent upon the judgment and 
the charity of the County Council in 
the selection of the majority of the 
managers of their schools. That would 
inevitably lead to friction in many 
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urban districts and industrial centres. 
Under the Bill, one-third only of the 
managers were to be appointed by the 
locality. What would happen? He 
had in mind a village in Warwickshire, 
where for a long time they had had a 
School Board. To that Board they had 
elected the local grocer and doctor, and 
two or three artisans, but they had 
refused to choose the clergyman, not 
from any religious prejudice, but because 
they did not think him a competent 
min. Now, however, the County 
Council would appoint two-thirds of 
the Committee, and they were almost 
certain to lay down the principle that 
on this Committee the clergyman of 
the district should havea seat. [‘* Why ?’’} 
In most of the southern counties, where 
the squires were predominant, it was 
the opinion of the squires that the 
person who should manage the educa- 
tion of the district was the clergyman— 
{“No’’}—and it was not unnatural, 
having so little local knowledge, that 
they should lay down some general 
rule such as that the clergyman must 
be on the managing body. At any rate, 
it would be very difficult for the County 
Council to select anything like the sort 
of men who would be chosen by the 
people of the district, as only the latter 
could know the character of the more 
humble members of the community. 
Yet these were the very people who, 
in many cases, had done more to 
improve education in the villages than 
those in the higher walks of life; and 
it would be a serious loss if the inhabi- 
tants of the locality were no longer to be 
able to choose the managers of their 
schools. 


Passing to the larger question of the 
management of the voluntary schools, 
he did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man pretended that there was any very 
serious concession in his new proposals. 
Many on that side of the House were 
thoroughly sick of the religious bickering 
on this question, and in looking around 
for a remedy, even before the introduc- 
tion of the present Bill, had come to the 
conclusion that a system of universal 
School Boards could not be acceptable 
to the whole community, or offer a final 
solution of the question. But he desired 
to explain why he thought the propozals 

Mr. Trevelyan. 
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of the Government were hopeless as a 
final solution, and to indicate a_ possible 
policy upon which the Committee might 
agree as a tendency of the final solution. 
The proposal of the right hon. Gentle 
man aimed at striking a balance between 
two different claims. There was the 
claim that when public money provided 
for almost the whole of education, the 
public should have the predominant voice 
in its managment; and there was the 
equally valid claim that an opportunity 
should be provided for those who de 
sired it to give special religious and 
dogmatic teaching to their children. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
meet the difficulty by a feeble compro- 
mise, which certainly those who cared 
for public control could not for a moment 
accept. But in some parts of Australia, 
and especially in New South Wales, a 
very successful attempt had been made 
to deal with the question in a different 
way. The claims on both sides had 
been admitted to the full. The principle 
was definitely laid down that the public, 
in virtue of the fact that it provided 
almost all the money, was to have abso- 
lute control, and, at the same time, 
every one had a right to claim for his 
children the special teaching he desired, 
and in New South Wales the denomina- 
tionalists were permitted to go into the 
schools and give that special teaching 
That system was accepted by the Chureh 
of England in Australia as a thorough 
and complete success; and to such an 
extent were the facilities availed of, 
that in 1897 there were no fewer than 
28,006 children in the diocese of Sydney 
being taught in this special manner. 
He suggested that some such system 
was the only possible solution of the 
question in England. It was true that 
it would fail to meet one serious difficulty 
of the situation, viz., the demand of a 
certain number, though he believed not 
the majority, of Churchmen and oi 
Roman Catholics to have the schools 
completely in their own hands, and with 
the religious tone they desired. o 
doubt it was unsatisfactory that in 
Australia the Roman Catholics stood 
outside the national system. Nobody 
would propose that such should be the 
case here, but there was a way in which 
the difficulty could be met. If the volun 
tary schools were to have full power o 
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going to the rates, of receiving these im- 
mensely increased grants from the central 
Government, and no longer to have to 
maintain the schools out of voluntary 
subscriptions, there would have to be 
some such system as he had described, 
unless they were to have perpetual and 
violent friction. To Roman Catholic 
ghools and a certain number of Church 
of England schools, which would not 
fallin with such a system, he suggested 
a smaller grant should be given from 
central funds, and no assistance from 
the local rates. The bulk of the people 
of this country would not consent 
permanently to accept a _ system 
under which they provided practically the 
whole of the cust of the maintenance of 
the schools, and yet were in a minority 
op the managing body. He deeply re- 
wetted that the Government had not 
taken the opportunity of endeavouring to 
find some method by which both sides on 
this question would he satisfied. 


*Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) supposed 
this proposal was intended to illus- 
trate the regard the Government had 
for the sacred right of parents to have 
their children brought up in the way 
they desired. The result was that out 
of six managers one was to be a parent, 
and he was to be chosen, not by the other 
parents, but by some other body. If 
that was the attitude of the Government 
towards that sacred right of which they 
had heard so much, it was an irony on 
all that had been said by the right hon. 
Gentleman and his supporters in the 
course of these debates. Those who op- 
posed this proposal admitted the right of 
the parents, but contended that it should 
form part of the denominational, not of 
the public, control ; and that what the 
right hon. Gentleman should have done 
was to have given the parents some re- 
presentation, which representation should 
have come out of the majority, and not 
the minority, of the managing body. 
Public control was to be represented by 
two managers out of six, and now one of 
those two was to be given to the de- 
nominational party. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had said that out of the four 
managers appointed by the denomination 
two should be parents, he would have 
gone far to meet the Opposition on this 
point: but the Amendment, instead of 
giving anything, took away from the 
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little they had before. The right hon, 
Gentleman had been asked for bread, 
and had given a stone. The public 
voice on the Committee would be practi- 
cally non-existent, as the person ap- 
pointed by the County Council would 
probably be a busy man, unable to 
attend all the meetings ; so that at many 
meetings important business would be 
transacted without any real representa- 
tive of the public being present, as the 
one parent would really be the represen- 
tative of a private interest. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 





EVENING SITTING. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. LowTHeEr, 
Penrith, in the Chair.) 
Clause 7 :— 


Cumberland. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, lines 38 and 39, to leave out 
the words ‘shall be managed in the case of 
schools.’”—(Mr, A. J. Balfour.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Clause.” 


*(9.0.) Mr. WHITLEY, continuing 
his speech, said he thought the situa- 
tion might be fairly summed up by saying 
that, whereas under the Bill the item of 
public control was to be 2 in 6, under 
the concession it was to be 1 in 6. The 
percentage of popular control was to be 
reduced under the clause. He had been 
sceptical for a long time about the real 
value of the “sacred right of parents,” 
but now the Government had themselves 
put that value at one-sixth of the control 
in the management of the schools. That 
was not at all satisfactory, and he thought 
they would feel justified in taking the 
Amendment of the First Lord as a direct 
challenge on the items of popular contro] 
and the representation of parents. The 
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first Government Amendment was really 
no concession to the principles for which 
they were fighting, and intended to con- 
tinue to fight until the Bill was passed. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he had been a careful listener to the 
debates throughout, and he fully realised 
the difticulties of the situation: indeed, 
he believed that if an archangel from 
Heaven came down with a Bill on this 
subject he would create more enemies 
than friends. ‘That being so it seemed 
to him that this was essentially a 
matter for compromise. To a considerable 
extent that had been done with regard to 


earlier clauses, and he thought, having 


regard to the enormous majority of the 
Government, it would be admitted it had 
not been used in a harsh and unconstitu- 
tional manner up to the present. But 
they now came to the crux of the Bill, to 
its very pith and marrow, to that portion 
which had raised the anger of the commun- 
ity in a way he had not seen since he had 
been connected with polities. When he 
heard last week that the Prime Minister 
proposed to make a concession, he experi- 
enced a great feeling of relief. He hoped 
for the end of religious warfare going on 
in the constituencies—warfare which did 
infinite harm to religion, and was  par- 
ticularly painful to men who objected 
to make party capital out of religious 
convictions. Unfortunately, he had been 
disappointed. |The concession was no 
concession at all, and the Government had 
gone on the principle that if the Opposition 
declined to walk into a trap they would 
strengthen its jaws and push them into 
it. To his mind, the expenditure of 
public money without efficient public 
control was most serious. The point had 
been urged over and over again during the 
debates, but had never been met with any 
efficient counter-argument. In fact, it ap- 
peared to him that the Government had 
heen unwilling to bind themselves to this 
principle, because they recognised how 
it would open the door to all kinds 
of jobbery and injustice. But if 
the principle was true, surely the 
coro lary that the proportion of public 
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past. They recognised that the denom- 
nationalists had made great. sacrifices 
for their denominations and for edu- 
cation. He did not think there was 
any desire to deprive them of anything 
to which they were justly and equitably 
entitled. They all recognised that the 
voluntary schools required more money, 
that they ought to have it, and that 
they rightly appealed to the public purse 
to help them. But surely the public 
ought to have control over these schools 
according to the amount of public money 
they contributed to their support. 
That seemed to be an absolutely fair and 
equitable solution, and if either side 


asked more than that it was surely 
making an improper and _ unconsti- 
tutional demand. On that basis he 


calculated that the public were entitled 
to representation to the extent of two 
thirds of the managing bodies. At any 
rate he thought their position on the 
Opposition side of the House was perfectly 
clear. They ought to assert the prin 
ciples which they had always held, and 
promise the country that when they ob- 
tained a majority they would give effect 


to those principles by legislation. He 
would give a word of warning to those 
who thought that by passing the Bill 
in its present form they were doing a 


good service to the Church of England. 
That was a mistake. He did not think 
any denomination could prosper which 
took an unfair advantage of its po 
sition in the House of Commons. The 
Church of England could not, any more 
thanits humblestadherents in this House, 
serve both God and Mammon. Andif 
an undue share of the loaves and _ fishes 
was to be taken tor the Church of 
England they would’ do_ incalculable 
injury to the spiritual side of the 
Chureh of which he was a member. 
He thought also its powers for good 
would thereby be crippled in a serious 
and wanton manner. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 


_ said he desired to lay before the Committee 


money should be proportionate to the, 


amount of public control was equally 

true. It was to establish the truth of 

this principle they were fighting that 

night. They recognised that the volun- 

tary schools had done good work in the 
Mr. Whitley. 


j 
| 
! 


'tants of Crewe numbered 40,000. 


resolutions which had been passed by 
the County Council of Chester, and the 
Borough Council of Crewe. The inhabi- 
The 
Borough Council, by twenty-two against 
one, passed a resolution stating that it 
was strongly of opinion the Bill now 
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before the House was a retrograde and was not necessary to the power of the 


not a progressive measure, and that it) 
was unjust, inasmuch as it threw the | 
whole cost of education in denominational | 
schools on the rates and taxes of the | 
whole community while giving the 
management and control of such schools | 
to the denominations to which they 
were attached. Crewe was a place 
without a School Board, Throughout 
the whole of the county of Chester there 
were extremely few School Boards. | 
The County Council of Chester, on | 
which there was a considerable majority of , 
Conservative members, passed a resolu- 
tion by a majority of two to one stating 
that the number of managers of public 
dementary schools to be appointed by 
the local education authority was in- 
sufficient, and should be a majority. 
That was no catch vote. It was passed 
at a full meeting, of which sufficient 
notice had been given. ‘These two ex- | 
pressions of opinions were typical of 
thousands throughout the country. 
The great principle embodied in these 
expressions had become household words 
in this country—namely, that represen- 
tation should go with taxation. That 
was one of the strongest arguments 
against the Bill, and he was sure it 
would be used effectively against it. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, | 


Mid.) said the clergy would become very 
much better managers if they had to 
undergo some sort of popular election. 
Did they think that under this Bill a 
Primitive Methodist would ever be 
selected? The ministers of that de- 
nomination changed every two or three 
years, and it was almost a matter of 
certainty that they would not be ap- 
pointed managers. Nonconformist 
ministers would feel greatly aggrieved 
towards an Act of Parliament which 


practically ousted them from their fair | 


share in the management of the schools. 


Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) 
said he would infinitely prefer that 
the Government should give a Parish 
Council power to appoint four in- 
stead of two managers. 
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central authority that the central 
authority should appoint a majority of 
the local managers. ‘The power would 
be just the same even if the central 
authority appointed none of the 
managers. It was obvious, therefore, 
that if the central authority appointed 
only two local managers it would carry 
out the intention of the Government, 
that was to say the central authority 
would be in touch with the local 
authority. The First Lord of the 
‘Treasury seemed to think that the central 
authority would be more in touch 
with the locality if it appointed a 
majority of the local managers. He 
was bound to say that that was not the 
fact. Ne understood that the object of 
putting the locality in touch wth the 


central authority was that the local 
education authority might have the 


benefit of the special knowledge possessed 
by persons living in the locality. The 
advantage of allowing the locality to 
choose the majority of the local 
managers was that they secured 
that persons should be appointed who 
were fully cognisant with the needs 
and requirements of the neighbourhood. 
Surely nobody was more competent to 
choose such persons than the locality 
itself. ‘The County Council was chosen 
over a wide area. ‘The individuals 
composing the County Council were 
not necessarily best judges of, those 
who were in their own locality the 
fit and proper persons to be local 
managers. ‘There was an element of 
uncertainty in the matter. If, how- 
ever, the locality were left to decide 
it would know who the best persons 
were. Under the plan of the First 
Lord the four managers to be ap- 
pointed by the central authority might 
all be local men. They ought to be 
local men, or they would not be fit 
and proper persons to do their work. 
But if they were all local men what 
could be the objection to allowing the 
locality to choose the majority of local 
managers? Hon. Members opposite 
were often claiming that the wishes 
of the parents should be regarded in 


vided that the County Council should | the matter of the religious instruction 
be the supreme authority in matters of | given to thechildren. If it were a matter 
education, and that the locality must be | of principle that the parents should 


subordinate to the central body. 


It | decide as to the religious instruction 
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of the children, he failed to see why 
they should not have the deciding 
voice in the matter of secular instruc- 
tion. He could not see that they had 
any great advantage in the Amendment 
brought in by the First Lord, and he 
expressed the hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman would see his way to allow 
the locality more power in the choosing 
of local managers than it had new. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the 
new clause introduced by the First Lord 
of the Treasury opened up questions 
which concerned the whole of the United 
Kingdom, and it brought them face to 
face for the first time with the realities 
of the Question before them. The Com 
mittee had been asked to deal with 
schools not provided by the local 
authority in accordance with the condi- 
tions of the trusts. In the first place, 
they would require a definition of the 
expression “ trust managers.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said that 
phrase was entirely unknown to the law 
and upon the meaning of it the successful 
working of this Act would depend. 
That phrase introduced them to the real 
elements of this question. As a Scotch 
Member. having no interest in local 
disputes in this country, he submitted 
that they were bound to recognise this 


distinction. There were voluntary 
schools and voluntary schools. They 
were not all of the same _ order. 


Hle recognised a complete distinction, 
as to the rights to which they were 
entitled. between voluntary or de- 
nominational schools which were con- 
nected with a voluntary sect and 
those which were connected with a 
State Church. The law of the Church 
of England was part of the law of the 
land, and the law was what Parliament 
made it. He refused to recognise the 
Church of England as a sect at all. It 
was a great State institution unlike any 
other Church which had no connection , 
with the State. Therefore, he suggested 
two points of distinction between purely 
voluntary schools which ought to have | 
complete freedom, and those which came 
under the conditions of trust deeds 


which were bound to teach according to | 


Mr Edwards. 
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the law of the land. He held that they 
ought to know that the doctrine which 
was taught in schools said to be Church 
of England schools was really the 
doctrine of the Church of England, 
When endowments were given for the 
purpose of promoting the teaching of the 
doctrines of the Church of England the 
House had a right to insist that the 
doctrinal instruction in those schools 
should be really instruction in the 
doctrines ot the Church of England. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said the hon. Member 
who had just spoken had introduced a 
new element into the discussion, but it 
was one which he did not think would 
advance the businesslike consideration of 
this clause. The hon. Member had 
mentioned the fact that certain schools 
were managed under trust deeds, but 
that fact had been very well known for 
a great many years, and it had not been 
disclosed to them for the first time by 
the proposals made by the First Lord of 
the Treasury. The hon. Member opposite 
had laid down the principle that they 
should treat voluntary schools connected 
with the Church of England on a 
totally different principle to other 
denominations. That might be the 
hon. Member’s notion of what was just, 
but when it came to be threshed out he 
did not think it would be found that many 
hon. Members would agree with that 
principle. He desired to thank the First 
Lord of the Treasury for having adopted 
a most valuable principle, which he him- 
self had embodied in an Amendment 
he had placed on the Notice Paper- 
namely, that there should be combined 
representation of the county authority 
and the locality. He had the greatest 
confidence that the county authority 
would select representatives of local 
opinion on the management of the 
schools; but, in addition to that, the 
locality would desire to have some pro- 
portion of the representative body 
appointed directly by its own voice. He 
had suggested in his Amendment half 
and half; but so long as these two 
elements were combined in the managing 
body, he did not attach much importance 
to the proportion of the representation. 
The control had beenigiven to the county 
authority, and the managers would have 
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to carry out their directions. 
county representatives would be on the 
Board to see that the requirements of 
the county authority were properly 
carried Out. Even an active minority, 
or one or two really efficient public 
yepresentatives, would be quite sufficient 
to prevent abuses, and to see that the 
directions of the county authorities were 
arried out. He thought they would all 
recognise that the First Lord of the 
Treasury had made valuable improve- 
ments in this Bill by the proposals he 
had put forward. 
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(9.50.) Dr. MACNAMARA said he 
was glad the Government had adopted 
the principle of throwing the mainten 
ance of voluntary schools upon the public 
funds, and had given up all idea of try- 
ing to maintain them by voluntary con- 
tributions. He was glad they had now 
put these schools on the local rates, for 
that would render it impossible for 
parsimony any longer to appeal to piety 
jor the money for those schools. But 
there were swift and certain consequences 
of that course of action which the 
Government were endeavouring to avoid 
—and that was, public control to the full 
of the public funds voted for those 
schools. He was at least glad that they 
had got a Government bold enough to 
take this matter by the horns, and throw 
over the voluntary contributor, and give 
them education entirely out of the public 
funds. But a most interesting matter 
arose in consequence of the position 
taken up by the Church of England. 
Up to a few years ago the Church of 
England was against rate aid, and all for 
State aid. ‘The Roman Catholics believed 
inrate aid. They were willing to make 
acontract in regard to secular education 
if the Government would leave them 
tueir religious education. The Roman 
Catholics contended that the Govern- 
ment did not pay them sufficiently for 
secular education, for which they did 
not receive a fair return. That was 
i perfectly logical position to take up. 
Until within three or four years ago 
the Church of England was violently 
against rate aid, and all in favour of 
getting further aid from the State. 
Some years ago Dr. Temple, Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, said he was in 
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because aid from the rates implied 
interference by the ratepayers with the 
schools. They 
might gerrymander this as much as 
they liked, but if the voluntary schools 
were to receive aid from the rates, they 


must eventually be brought under 
public control. The position of the 
First Lord of the ‘Treasury was a 


pathetic one in this controversy. He 
was beset by hard taskmasters, but he 
must know, as a student of English 
history, that if the voluntary schools 
came upon the rates, in the long run, 
which in this case would be a short 
run, the ratepayers must have a hand 
in the control of the schools. The 
Government were trying an impossible 
task in endeavouring to avoid the con- 
sequence of rate aid. In a short time 
he believed these schools would lose 
their distinctive character and become 
national schools in the best sense of 
the word. The voluntary subscriptions 
were paid by many people in order to 
avoid the School Board rate, and the 
amount of subscriptions would fall off 
as the rate became leviable. Estimat- 
ing that only an eleventh of the cost 
of maintenance would come from volun- 
tary sources, he said it seemed to him 
to be quite an untenable position to 
take that this entitled voluntary sub- 
scribers to two-thirds of the represen- 
tation on the management. There was 
the capital value of the school premises, 
but he did not understand that because 
fifty years ago somebody built a school 
largely from public money, that for all 
time gave the managers a lien on the 
consciences of the children of the dis- 
trict; that did not give the right to 
keep popular representation for per- 
petuity in a minority. The consequence 
of coming on the rates could not be 
avoided; and the swift and inevitable 
result must be that schools would lose 
their denominational character and pass 
into the control of those who found the 
money for their maintenance. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY thought that 
his hon. friend had lost sight of the control 
which would beexercisedoverthese schoo!s 
by the new education authority. In the 
discussions of the Bill, exaggerated impor- 
tance had been attached to the duties 
powers of the managers. One 
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would think, from what had been said, 
that the managers of a voluntary school 
at the present time had an entirely free 
hand to do what they liked with regard 
tothe education of the children, and to do 
exactly what they liked with the money 
granted by Parliament for the mainten- 
unce of the school. No one knew better 
than the hon. Member for Camberwell 
that that was not the case. At present 
the managers of a voluntary school, 
whether Anglican or Catholic, were 
bound hand and foot. They must carry 
out the whole of the instructions of the 
day school code, and there were the 
inspectors of the Board of Education to 
see that these instructions were observed. 
That was their position now. Their 
accounts must be audited, though not 
in as public a manner, perhaps, as was 
proposed. The changes that were made 
in this Bill on the present system were 
so vast that he wondered the opposition 
did not come from the Church party, 
from those who were supposed to have 
this intense desire to maintain their 
separate control in these schools. Surely 
those who talked of the necessity of 
public control, who followed the changes 
that the Bill made, were not the people 
who should adversely criticise the pro- 
posal of the Government. By paying the 
whole of the Government grants direct to 
the new education authority instead of to 
the managers of the schools, they secured 
complete control of the secular instruction. 
The curriculum was laid out for them 
centrally and locally, and they could not 
vary the secular instruction by one iota. 
In the appointment of teachers there was 
the veto of the Board of Education and 
of the local authority. The local autho- 
rity could ensure that any man appointed, 
either as a head or as an assistant master, 
must hold the qualifications necessary 
for that post, and could prevent any 
jobbery in the appointment of the 
teachers. Moreover, there was to be a 
veto on the dismissal of the teachers. 
The teaching staff and the money both 
being in the hands of the new authority, 
what really had local managers to do ? 
They would have the control of the 
religious teaching in their hands, but 
even there their powers were not quite un- 
limited. It was the duty of the educa- 
tion authority to report to the Board of 
Education any breach of the conscience 
clause, and therefore the managers were 


Me. Ernest Gra Y. 
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not quite free in the matter of religious 
instruction. If they were going to take 
from the managers of the schools theip 
control of the religious instruction given 
therein, let them say so at once. The 
proposal to appoint one-half, or more than 
one-half, of the managerial body really 
contemplated, disguise it however much 
they might, the entire destruction of 
denominational instruction in the schools 
Hon. Members on the Opposition 
Benches: No, no.| There was a possi- 
bility that a change might be made by 
which religious instruction might he 
removed from the schools altogether, 
[Renewed cries of “ No, no.”| He re. 
pudiated the assumption running through 
the debate that there was a large amount 
of malpractice going on at the present 
time in the voluntary schools. There 
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were some 14,000 voluntary schools 
and in not more than two or three 
cases in the course of a_ year did 


any malpractice occur worthy of a Ques 
tion in this House. Where there was 
trouble the parents of the children in 
the district could prevent it. The 
hands of the parents would be materi- 
ally strengthened under the Amend- 
ment now before the Committee. It 
was said that one person nominated 
as manager by the education authority 
and two trust managers was exactly the 
same thing as four trust managers and 
two nominated by the education auth 
ority. That was not the case. The 
proportion was the same, but the 
strength of the two would outweigh the 
strength of the one. The two managers 
who were representatives of the local 
authority could report any appearance 
of mismanagement or malpractice, and 
the locai authorities could always stop 
that by curtailing the funds of the 
schools. It seemed to him that they 
were obtaining, under this Amendment, 
an improvement on the Bill as originally 
drafted. He must say that the contrd 
of these voluntary schools, which, he 
agreed, was inevitable when they gave 
them rate aid, would become as perfect 
as it could be made, short of excluding 
denominational teaching from the schools 
altogether. What were the trustees 
which the Committee were talking s 
Some thousands of them 
consisted, in each parish, of the vicar, 
the licensed curates, and the church: 


wardens, one of whom was popularly 
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dected every Easter. 
once taken part in such elections of the 
churchwarden in order to secure a 
representation of the locality on the 
Board of Management. He knew that 


the parents, by means of that representa- , 


tive, had considerable control. The 
dective representative could report all 
that passed tm camera, and effectually put 
astop to anything like the suspicion of 
malpractices. He had no hope, cer- 
tainly no expectation, when this Bill was 
introduced that the power of the present 
managers would be reduced to the small 
limits they now found in the Bill. Did 
the Committee realise that in many 
eases more than half of the managerial 
body would now have to stand aside, 
and leave the whole control of the 
school, such as it was, to four of their 
colleagues nominated by the local educa- 
tional authority ? Ifthe managers ap- 
preciated what was wanted by this Bill, 
if they realised and accepted the position 
frankly, and tried to work it in the spirit 
intended, then he believed the Amend- 
ment would go far indeed to secure peace 
in the village schools and communities. 
Having observed the working of the volun- 
tary system for twenty-five years, he could 
say honestly and fearlessly that there 
was not the mismanagement in their 
ranks which many imagined, and that 
they had not used these schools 
proselytising establishments. Here and 
there a case might occur, but asa rule 
the spirit of the Education Act was 
carried out fairly and fully by the 
managers of these schools. They were 
accepting now a very large measure 
of control, and he believed that when 
this Bill was in working operation, both 
in town and country, the stray cases 


as 


of malpractice which had occurred 
woud become impossible. The rate- 
payers would find that they had 
a real control over these schools, and 
that their suspicion of the parson and 
the squire had been very largely un- 
founded. The parson took a_ real 


interest in education, and the squire 
had drawn his cheque to make good 
deficiencies. They would be very largely 
relieved of that duty. [Opposition cries 
of “Oh, oh!” 
Why should hon. Gentlemen opposite 
protest against that ? This Amendment, 


and ironical laughter. ] | 
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Many of the 
voluntary schools had been doing the 


/same work, both secular and religious, 


as the Board schools, and they had 
been worked with the same free spirit. 
Where the management was now 
restricted to the vicar of the parish 
and the squire, they would have joined 
to them others in the district to share 
the burden. The fact was that in 
many cases hitherto they could not 
get parents to join the Board of Manage- 
ment because of their fear of financial 


responsibility. He was very glad that 
those who had borne the burden so 


well in the past would now get relief, 
and that the ratepayers would obtain 
direct representation on the managerial 
body. 


(10.25.) Mr. BRYCE said that they - 
might all agree with the hon. Gentleman 
in two things—first. that this Bili would 
very largely indeed relieve the parson and 
the squire from their liabilities; and, 
second, that this Amendment marked 
a very critical part of the Bill. 
The First Lord of the Treasury had 
admitted that this was the part of the 
Bill which caused the greatest ditii- 
culty, and excited the greatest contro- 
versy. It threw, for the first time, the 
burden of maintaining denominational 
teaching on local taxation. That was 
the novelty of the Bill. It had always 
been hitherto held that local rating must 
be followed by local control; and it was 


because the Bill denied that that 
it had received so much _ opposition. 
This Amendment did not raise the 


religious difficulty directly, but it was 
closely connected with it, because, great 
as were the objections which many hon. 
Members entertained to having denomi- 
national schools at all, or to supporting 
denominational schools out of public 
money, these objections might be largely 
alleviated, if not altogether removed, if 
sufficient public control were provided, 
and if they knew that the abuses of the 
old managers complained of could 
always be removed by the presence of 
competent representatives of the local 
authority to see fair play. There were 
many points intheright hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment which required a great deal 
of discussion. For instance, that part 


therefore, ought to give a very large! which dealt with the alteration in the 
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management of the ex-Board schools 


and the grouping of voluntary schools in | 


the same area with the ex-Board schools. 
There was no denying that this Clause 
had been received with great disappoint- 
ment. He did not blame the right hon. 
Gentleman for having caused that disap- 
pointment. It was quite true that some 
hon. Members, on both sides of the House, 
sprang rather hastily from the interpre- 
tation of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
words to the conclusion that he was 
going to give that majority on the Board 
of Management which they all desired. 
There had been almost a fervid expres- 
sion of satisfaction at the words used by 
theright hon. Gentleman which would not 
have been shown if they had read the 
words of the Amendment. The right 
hon. Gentleman evidently conveyed to 
the mind of some hon. Members a mean- 
ing which he did not intend to convey. 
He did not blame the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but there was this disappointment. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
term “concession.” He objected alto- 
gether to the use of that word “ conces- 
sion.” They were not in an Oriental 
country, to be satisfied with words of grace 
being dropped upon them. If the right 
hon. Gentleman made an alteration in 
this Bill, they presumed that he did 
so because he thought it would bring 
his Bill into accord with the sentiments 
of the people. They must look at all 
these alterations which the right hon. 
Gentleman made, only from one point 
of view, viz., whether they were likely 
to meet the wishes of the people and 
to make the Bill a better Bill. He did 
not care whether they met their wishes 
or not; he only wanted to know whether 
they would meet the popular sentiment. 
He might be allowed to say that the 
right hon. Gentleman had been entirely 
misled in regard to the wishes of the 
people, and he ought to know that there 
had been the deepest dissatisfaction, not 
merely amongst the Liberal Party and 
the Nonconformist bodies, but amongst 
a large proportion of the members of 
the Church of England. [Ministerial 
cries of “No, no.”| Hon. Members 
might not think so, but that was the 
impression he had received from con- 
ver-ing with many people who did not 
share his political opinions, and from 
reading the reports of the meetings of 
Mr. Bryce. 
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the County Councils. That Conser. 
vative body the County Council of 
Essex desired that all these schools 
should be under boards of managers 
created by the local authority, and the 
same opinion had been expressed by 
the County Council of Cheshire. The 
Association of County Councils had 
also passed a similar resolution, insisting 
upon the element of popular control 
as represented in the nominees of the 
local education authority. How could, 
under these circumstances, hon. Mem- 
bers opposite represent that this was a 
demand made by the supporters of 
Board schools? He believed that the 
overwhelming majority of the County 
Councils desired popular control ; and 
if the right hon. Gentleman postponed 
the Bill for two months, he, for one, 
would wait for the decision of the 
County Councils upon it with perfect 
unconcern. What was the position at 
present ? The House should remember 
that the dissatisfaction of which he 
spoke, and which had re-appeared on 
this new Clause becoming known, had 
existed for a long time past. It was 
due to the fact that in about 8,000 
rural parishes the only school was one 
which was under the control of the 
clergy of the Church of England and 


their nominees. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) said 
that this was an entire misconception. 
In many of these schools there was a 
large admixture of managers quite free 
from clerical control. 


Mr. BRYCE said that, in point of 
fact, where there was a trust deed it 
usually provided that all the managers 
should be members of the Church of 
England—the vicar, the curates, and 
the churchwardens. It was a matter of 
common knowledge that these bodies 
were, in point of fact, under the control 


of the clergyman, who was a_ most 
active member of the Board of 


Managers, all from a perfectly good 
motive, no doubt, and everybody knew 
that they had done a good work for 
education. At any rate, there was no 
question that in these 8,000 parishes the 
school was held to belong to the Church 
of England, and that its management 
ought to be confined to the Church of 
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England. It was the only school Germany, who worked very well 
available, with rare exceptions, no with the German Catholics where 


matter what the population might be. 
The grievance took three forms. In the 
first place, the clergyman and his friends 
were practically omnipotent, and the 
local people had no voice in the manage- 
ment. That system might work very 
well where the clergyman possessed the 
confidence of the people, but where the 
clergyman was not popular, and where 
he introduced forms of service in the 
church which the bulk of the people 
disapproved of, they could not expect the 
people to be satisfied with the adminis- 
tration of the schools by such a clergy- 
man. In a second place, although by 
common consent and agreement the 
Nonconformists, as a rule, desired to 
have religious instruction, Bible instruc- 
tion, moral instruction based upon the 
Bible, they were obliged to do one of two 
things — either to consent to their 
children receiving Bible instruction 
mixed up with the Catechism or to 
forego religious instruction altogether. 
The third grievance was the grievance 
of the teachers. He had read a letter 
which impressed him very much, which 
appeared in The Times, by Cardinal 
Vaughan, in which his Eminence 
compared our position with that of 
Germany. It was evident that the 
Cardinal thought it would improve 
our position if we adopted the Ger- 
man system. But when the con- 
trast was made between them, the 
position of the Protestants in Germany 
was as unlike as anything could be 
with the position of those who 
objected to the denominational system 
in the English rural parishes. The 
Protestants in Germany practically 
all belonged to the denomination which 
called itself Evangelical. There were 
practically no Dissenters amongst the 
German Protestants, and the Protestant 
dogmatic instruction amounted to very 
little. If hon. Members thought that 
they were going to secure a religious 
atmosphere by the system which pre- 
vailed in the Protestant schools in 
Germany, and that they were going to 
have the children brought up with a 
profound respect for dogma, they were 
very.much mistaken. What Cardinal 
Vaughan had probably in his mind 
was not the case of the Protestants in 


the population was almost entirely 
Catholic, but that of the Catholics. 
The case of the Catholics differed from 
the case of the Protestant schools in two 
points. In the first place, among the 
Roman Catholics the priest was respon- 
sible for the people, and it was the duty 
of the people to follow the priest. The 
Roman Catholic layman took his faith 
from the Church, and the priest was 
the authorised exponent of his faith in 
the sense in which the Protestant 
minister was not the authorised exponent 
of the Protestant faith. There was no 
question on the part of the Catholics of 
dissatisfaction with, or dissidence from, 
the Catholic faith as it was taught or 
in the management of the Catholic 
schools as administered by the priests. 
There they had a fundamental difference 
between the position of the Catholic laity 
towards their priesthood and_ the 
position of the Protestant laity towards 
their minister. He was not speaking on 
behalf of the smal! dissenting laity, but 
on behalf of the large section of the 
Church of England laity who did not 
consider the new sehools of the Church 
of England as being exponents of 
the faith as they received and _ believed 
it. The other part of the Catholic case 
was that the Catholic schools were, 
with few exceptions, situated in places 
where there was also a Protestant school, 
therefore they were entitled to treat the 
Catholic school on a different basis trom 
that of the Protestant episcopal school 
in the rural parish. How did the right 
hon. Gentleman’s Amendment meet this 
position? He did not think it removed 
this grievance in the least. The right 
hon. Gentleman said on Saturday? that 
his Amendment would make the position 
of the Dissenters better. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not refer 


to this Amendment on Saturday. 


Mr. BRYCE said the right hon. 
Gentleman referred to the Bill, and his 
case was that it did not make the position 
of the Nonconformists one whit better 
than it was before. In one sense he 
made it perpetual and made the grievance 
worse than it was before, because he 
removed the check they had under the 
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old system, in that the subscribers were 
obliged to support the school, whereas 
its support was now placed on the rates. 
He did not think the minority of two- 
sixths of the representation and manage- 
ment of the schools worth having. One 
of these two managers would be appointed 
by the County Council, which was 
distant, and probably the person 
appointed by it would bea person of, 
same class and insympathy with the four 
managers who constituted the majority. 
The parent representative would be 
no guarantee that the minority would 
represent the people. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had given direct representa- 
tion of the parents, it would bea different 
thing. The parent was always repre- 
sented by the First Lord as a man ex- 
ceedingly anxious that his children should 
receive dogmatic instruction. If that 
was the case, why not trust the parents 
and leave the nomination of the majority 
of the managers to them? He could 
not see why they should not secure the 
denominational teaching in some other 
manner than by having a majority of 
denominational managers. He should 
have thought that might have been done, 
and it would have been quite compatible 
with the denominational character of 
the school. 


The one argument upon which the 
First Lord appeared to rely, was that the 
schools must be denominational, and that 
the only securities for the preservation 
of denominational teaching was to have 
a majority of denominational managers. 
With the best possible wish to understand 
the right hon. Gentleman’s logic, he con- 
fessed that he could not understand the 
two positions. He could not see why 
they should not secure denominational 
teaching by some other method. Surely 
they could put provisions in this Act to 
require the managers to maintain de- 
nominational teaching, and put those 
provisions under the protection of the 
County Council, and also give the County 
Council under the protection of the 
Board of Education to grant power to a 
minority of the managers or to any 
number of the parents or the ratepayers 
to appeal to the Board of Education or 
the County Council. Surely that could be 
done, and at the same time the denomi- 
national teaching might be safeguarded. 


He had sufticient faith in the goodwill | 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


' adopted. 





Bill. 864 


and fairness of the people of this count ry 
to believe that no body of managers 
would venture to disregard such pro- 
visions as he had suggested. Surely it 
might be arranged that where there was 
a sufficient number of children desiring 
a certain denominational teaching it 
might be adopted, and, on the other 
hand, where undenominational teach- 
ing was desired, that also might be 
Would it not be easy by 
having a body which would see fair 
play, thus disarming suspicion and 
jealousy, to arrange for the denomina- 
tional teaching of the Church of England 
or any other school, and provide this by 
statute, placing it under the protection 
of the local authority and the Board oj 
Education? That would maintain the 
connection of the school with the 
denomination, and would give all that 
the managers were entitled to require. 
That would be just as good a safeguard 
as they were now proposing, and it 
would be far more likely to conduce to 
harmonious working. He _ regretted 
that some scheme of this kind had not 
been introduced. With regard to the 
appointment of teachers, it was not for 
him to say what would be accepted. 
Suppose they thought there should be 
a teacher of the denomination to which 
the school belonged to give denomina- 
tional teaching ; suppose they put in a 
provision that where the denomination 
had a school it should have power to 
say that one of the teachers should 
belong to that denomination. He 
admitted that they would get all they 
desired in that way, but at the same 
time they would not violate what 
appeared to him to be a fundamental 
principle. 

He regretted that the Government 
should maintain their object by a pro- 
vision which would not only produce 
controversy in Parliament, but the 
greatest possible irritation and contro- 
versy in the country. The County 
Council would not have the power ot 
allaying it, for it would not have much 
to do with the schools ; it would not be 
supreme; it would be subject to the 
control of the Board of Education, and 
they all knew what it could do when 
under the control of one political party. 
{ Ministerial eries of “Oh!”’] The Board 
of Education did vary its policy from 
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time totime. He could give instances, 
he believed, of the Board of Education 
being accused of being at least deficient 
in the virtue of impartiality. [Sir J. 
Gorst dissented.] The right hon. 
Gentleman would be hard put to it to 
show that this was not the case, but 
would have opportunity of doing so. 
The proposal of the Government would, 
in his opinion at any rate, do injury not 
only to a large section of the community, 
hut to education. It would destroy the 
est hope of working the schools. It 
would do another injury by depriving 
the schools of that popular interest 
which ought to be their greatest support. 
One of the evils of the present system 
was to have the parish clergyman talking 
of “my school.” [Oh!’’] It was best 
to teach the people to talk of their 
school. This was a question of civic 
right. He put it to the Committee as a 
question of teaching the people to care 
for their schools, and of giving the 
people that best interest in them which 
they would have by taking a proper 
share in their management. 


(11.5.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that, 
with the long vista of further Amend- 
ments before them, he hoped the Com- 
mittee would now finish that stage of his 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 
made two constructive contributions to 
the new scheme of education. One was 
that the denominational character of the 
schools should be placed under the 
control, first of the County Councils, and 
then of the Board of Education. He 
could not imagine a more disastrous, 
and had it not been suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman, he would have 
sid a more ludicrous course. 


Mr. BRYCE said he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman did not quite under- 
stand what he said, which was that the 
Act might declare the denominational 
character oi the schools, and direct that 
this denominational character might be 
observed, and he only mentioned the 
County Council and the Board of Educa- 
tion as the authorities who, if anything 
were done inconsistent with the lines 
which the statute laid down, should see 
that the managers respected the statute. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
see any difference between this version 
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of the proposition and the brief abstract 
he gave of it. The proposal was that the 
County Councils and the Board of 
Education should become the guardians 
of denominationalism in this country. 
He could imagine nothing more de- 
structive of denominationalism and 
nothing more absolutely ruinous both to 
the County Councils and the Board ot 
Education. If that were the kind ot 
proposal the right hon. Gentleman would 
propose if he were in the position of the 
Government—— 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not say that at all. 
I say it is better than your plan. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was the 
best plan the right hon. Gentleman had 
to suggest. 
least 


Mr. BRYCE: It is not in the 


what we should propose. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said if the right 
hon. Gentleman had a still better plan 
locked up in his despateh-box, the 
Government would like to know what it 
was. The Government always liked to 
have the best plan, and the right hon. 
Gentleman had only given them a second 
best. The right hon. Gentleman’s second 
constructive suggestion was that the 
various denominations of Protestants re- 


quired different treatment from the 
Roman Catholics. 
Mr. BRYCE said he did not wish to 


interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
that should not be taken as his view. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
done his best to interpret the position of 
the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman proceeded to describe 
the position of Roman Catholics, and the 
position of Protestants, and he under- 
stood him as saying that the two 
categories required different treatment. 
He did not believe that the country 
would stand that ; he hoped it was also 
only a second best plan; and that if the 
right hon. Gentleman ever had to deal 
with the education problem, he would 
have a still better one. So much for the 
two constructive suggestions of the right 
hon. Gentleman. As to the right hon. 
Gentleman's two criticisms, the first was 
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that he did not think that the one- 
third minority would be worth having. 
His right hon. friend near him had made 
a hasty calculation—he was sure no one 
would dispute his right hon. friend’s 
arithmetic—and assured him that the 
Members of the House who were opposed 
to the Government on this Bill, were 
much less than one-third. No one could 
say that that minority was ineffective, 
or that it had not had great effect and 
influence upon the course of events. If 
the right hon. Gentleman and his friends, 
with that relatively small phalanx, could 
do so much, and do it so long, upon this 
Question, he need not despair of the 
effect upon these Boards of management 
which the one-third minority provided 
by the Bill would be able to produce. 


Mr. BRYCE: We do not succeed in 
improving the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
sorry the right hon. Gentleman said that. 
He had received such laudations from the 
other side for the Amendments he had 
already introduced, that it would be 
bitter to think that there was any tinge 
of insincerity in the very kind remarks 
that had been made. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the Bill did nothing to 
popularise control, and to bring a wider 
element into the management of these 
denominational schools. According to 
the right hon. Gentleman, the present 
state of things was that in about 8,000 
schools there was “one man” manage- 
ment, the one man being the parson of 
the parish, who controlled both secular 
and religious education. Under the Bill, 
the whole of the secular education would 
be transferred to a popularly elected 
body. The right hon. Gentleman said 
he did not like that body. He said it 
would consist of squires and other un- 
happy people of that kind. But, at all 
events, it would be popularly elected. 
That body would have absolute and 
complete control of secular education in 
these schools. After all, secular educa- 
tion had something ‘to do with national 
education. It was, he might remark, the 
main subject of the Bill, and it should 
not be left absolutely out of account, as 
being wholly alien. Religious education 
would be under the control, not of one 
man, and that man the parson of the 
parish, but of a Board of six. Of these, 
the parson would probably be the only 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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minister of religion, and three would be 
managers representing the denomination, 
Then there would be the minority of 
two, who would be connected neither 
directly nor indirectly with the denomi- 
nation — at any rate, they would be 
nominated by the popularly elected body, 
That might be a good scheme or a bad 
scheme, but it was ludicrous to suggest 
that it left untouched the one man cleri- 
cal management of these 8,000 schools; 
and it was ridiculous to go on discussing 
the Clause as if nothing had been done 
to meet the views of hon. Gentlemen 
and right hon. Gentlemen opposite. He 
was afraid he would have to address the 
Committee many more times before the 
Clause was disposed of; and, therefore, 
in mercy to them he would bring his 
present observations to a close. He did 
not think that the views of the Govern- 
ment had been treated quite fairly by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, though he was sure 
they did not mean to misrepresent them 
in any way. His strong impression was 
that when the Bill was brought into 
working order, it would be found to give 
general satisfaction. However that might 
be, he ventured to suggest that the 
initial stage of the Amendment might 
now fittingly be brought to a conclusion. 


Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he wished to correct a statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that the Essex County Council 
had passed ta certain resolution germane to 
the subject under discussion. ‘lhe right 
hon. Gentleman was perfectly right ; but 
when the right hon. Gentleman proceeded 
to state that the Essex County Council 
was a Conservative body he was speak- 
ing in the language of exaggerated 
hyperbole. The majority of the Essex 
County Council were of the same political 
opinion as the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self, and if he were a Member of it he 
would find himself in the unusual position 
of being in a majority. 


*Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) said that to give control 
to denominational managers as distin- 
guished from  publicly-appointed repre- 
sentatives on the local boards of managers 
for elementary schools would operate most 
unfairly to Nonconformist parents and be 
prejudicial to the true interests of educa- 
tion, He would give an example so that 
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the Committee, by the illustration, would 
realise the situation. In a parish in 
Bedfordshire he knew of a case where a 
cergyman managed a school at the present 
time under a deed of trust ; not only was he 
himself one of the managers, but he was 
allowed to place on the Board as many 
curates as he liked. The only other 
individuals on the Board must be 
communicants in the Church of England 
for three years; and they were to be 
elected only by those who attended 
the church and contributed to the schools. 
It would be perfectly absurd, after the 


passing of this Bill, to allow a body 
to be composed entirely of denomi- 
nationalists of that kind. It did not 


make the slightest difference whether the 
syuire’s gardener would be elected on 
such a body, as its policy would be dic- 
tated by the parson, his curates, and the 
other members of the Church of England. 
He wished to pay a tribute of praise to 
the energy and ability with which many 
clergymen of the Church of England had 
carried on education in the schools under 
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own Church would be withdrawn, as a 
protest against an arbitrary exercise of 
power. Then, again, at the present time, 
the parents had the power of establishing 
a School Board, and the parsons knew 
that they had that power. Under the 
provisions of the Bill, however, it would 
not be necessary for the parson to ask for 
contributions for the denominational 
schools, and Nonconformist parents would 
not be enabled to establish a School 
Board. Therefore, the two very powers 
which caused tolerant action to be 
exercised towards Nonconformists would 
be withdrawn. The First Lord of the 
Treasury alluded to the supreme power 
which would be vested in the County 
Councils ; but the Vice President of the 
Council stated in reply to a question on 
1kth June that if a County Council 
appointed an Education Committee, that 
Committee need not ask for confirmation 
of any of its acts. Therefore, the repre- 
sentatives of the people would have no 
absolute control. 


their control. Had these clergymen (11 23.) Question put. 

shown any intolerance towards Non- 

conformist children, undoubtedly many The Committee divided :—Ayes, 93: 
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Mellor 


Foster, Ww ne Co. | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 

Fuller, J. M. Pirie, Duncan V. | Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Farness, Sir c ‘hristopher Price, Robert John | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Priestley, Arthur TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


| Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold 


Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.(Berwick 


NOE 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, August’sH’nry Eden 


Mr. Herbert Gladstone 


James andMr. William M‘Arthur 


S. 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
jailey, James (Walworth) 

| Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
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Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manceh’r | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 


| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’r'y 


Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 


Beach, 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Coionel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt, Hon. St. John 
srown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Duilard, Sir Harry 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Buteher, John George 
Campbell, John (Armaga, S.) 
c wattle. 8 iam Walter 
Carson, Rt. rk on EdwardH. 
Cavendish, V 
Cecil, fackons ( ia Manor) 
Ceeil, 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clancy, Join Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Coven, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rr. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohaCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down North) 


RtHopSir Michael Hicks | 


Hammond, John 
Hanbury, ht. Hon. Robert Win. 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


| Hay, 
| Henderson, 


(Derbyshire | 


Lord Hugh (tsreenwich) | 


Hon. Claude George 

Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse. Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope.J. F (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Howard,J obn( Kent, Faversh'm 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennaway,Rt Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
iKenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
— Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, WwW. 


| Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th 


H. Athole | 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Cranborne, Viseount 

Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Saville 

Cnbitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Delany, William 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
fsoowan, PLC. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwir 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faher, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Hon 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird (Mane'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Ailwyn Edward | 


| Loder, 


Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Leege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood. Lt.-Col A. R. 
Gerald Walter Erskine 


| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 


| Loyd, 


Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 


| Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmonth 


FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- | 
Foster, SirMichael(Lond. Univ, | 


Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, W illiam 
Godson.SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
vordon,Maj Evans.(T’rH mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (B’ryS Edmunds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maeartney, KtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘t'ann, James 

M‘kean, John 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon.J.Seott(Hants. 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

More, Robt. Jasper ( Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamst’ w 
Morzan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy. John 

Murray,RtHn A.Graham(Bute 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Nie sholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O'Brien, P 
| (YConnor,James 





Bill. 


()’ Brien, ey? Kilkenny) 

, k (Hesmaes. N.) 
aw icklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (L iverpool) 
O'Malley, William 
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| O'Mara, James 


| Tomlinson, 


| Wilson, 
| Wilson-Todd, Wii. H. 
| Wortley, 


) Smith, AbelH. 


Talbot, 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.I.G.) 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Walter (%: alisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease. Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert W ellesley 
I -emberton, John Ss. G 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint. Robert 
Platt-Higgins. Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Joues, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C Guy 

(Quilter, Sir Cuth! 

Rankin, Sir neiigg 

fasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rattigan, Sir William Henry 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.; Waterford) 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. Lemay” 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilt 1(L incoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E.i.(1-leof Wight 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
( Hertford, East. 
Smith, HC( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. DP. (Strand 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Lord E, (Chichester) 
Oxf dUniv 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Sir Wim. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, SirCharlest. E (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willox. Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York.E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Jobn (Glasgow) 
(Yorks 
‘, B.Stuart- 


Edw. M. 


Rt. Hon. ¢ 
Wylie. Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 











87 


ins 


sta; 


shi 
wh 
wh 
was 
aut 
Ger 
tha 
sch 
con 
aut 
Bill 


loce 


an 
hon 
pos: 
aut. 
rep) 
whe 
con 





ey 


on 
ts. 

m- 
ne 
on 
set 


ks 


It- 


1S 


= 


nd 





873 Education 


(11.40) Mr. WHITLEY moved to 
insert after “authority,” in line 29, the 
words “or for the use of which any rent 
is paid by them.” He thought the right 
hon. Gentleman would have no difficulty 
in accepting the Amendment, as it was 
really necessary to carry out the pledges 
of the Government. The differentiation 
of the two classes of managers had been 


{21 JuLy 1902} 


Bill. 874 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR explained that 
if rent was charged, the school would 
|eease to belong to the managers, and 
become the property of the local 
authority. He did not at all say that 
the trustees could not rent their school 
to the local authority, but if they did so, 
it would cease to be a voluntary school, 
and become a “ provided ”’ school. 


based on the ground that the voluntary | 


school managers were to provide schools 
free of any rent, but the word “ provided ” 
did not carry that understanding with it. 
The right to have a majority on the 
management of a voluntary school was a 
quid pro quo for the school being provided 
free of rent to the local authority, and it 
was only right that that should be made 
pertectly clear. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 39, after:‘the word ‘authority,’ | 


to insert the words ‘or for the use of which 
any rent is paid by them.’”—(M/r. Whitley.) 

(Juestion proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said his belief 
was that every school building for which 
any rent was paid by the local authority 
was a school provided by them. He 
would undertake, however, if the word 
“provided ’’ did not cover such a case, 
to have words inserted at a subsequent 


stage. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) was not aware of any Act 
which declared that a _ school for 
which any rent whatever was paid 
was a school “ provided” by the local 
authority. He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to assent to the principle 
that whoever originally founded the 


school, if any rent by way of valuable. 
consideration was paid by the local) 


authority, that school was, under the 
Bill, to be a school “ provided” by the 
local authority ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR!: That is so. 
Dr. MACNAMARA pointed out that, 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether he 
was correct in supposing that if the 
trustees charged a rent, the school be- 
came a public authority school, the 
religious instruction became unde- 
nominational, and the management fell 
under the early part of Clause 7. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY asked what 
would be the position of schools which 
were partially transferred, the managers 
retaining control during the first hour 
of the day, during which hour religious 
instruction was given. Who would be 
the managers of such a school ? 


Mr. M‘KENNA thought the point 
just raised was extremely important, 
becauseif aschool was partially transferred 
and the denominational managers re- 
tained the control, the appointment of 
teachers for secular as well as religious 
instruction would rest with the de- 
nomination. If, however, a_ partial 
transfer meant a transfer for all purposes, 
there might be undenominational teachers 
giving the religious instruction, and that 
would not satisfy hon. Members 


opposite. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS thought the 
word “ provided ” was very vague, and 
contended that a definition was absolutely 
| necessary. 


| 

| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON thought the 
| promise of the First Lord was satisfactory. 
, The case referred to by the hon. Member for 


a month ago, when he asked the right | North West Ham was not likely to occur in 
hon. Gentleman whether it would be | future, because the reason trustees had 
possible in future to charge the local | partially transferred their schools in the 
authority any rent for a school, the) past was that they had not the funds to 
teply he received was, “Certainly not,” | defray the expense of the secular in- 
whereas now the right hon. Gentleman | struction, and that difficulty would now 
contemplated a charge for rent. be removed. 
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*Stn_ BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor-| 
folk, N.) said he was one of those 
unhappy beings called “ squires,” and as 
such was the owner of an unsectarian | 
voluntary school. Under this Bill, would | 
he be able not only to throw the whole | 
expense of education on the county rate, 
but also get rid of the expense of main- 
tenance, by the simple process of charg- 
ing the local education authority a rent 


for the school ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
hon. Member could have done that at 
any moment through a School Board. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON pointed 
out that a School Board rate would 
then have been charged all over the 
parish, and he would have had to reduce 
his farm-rents to a greater extent than 
the amount of the rate. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT pointed 
out that in some cases the amount of 
the subscriptions was not nearly suffi- 
cient to cover the annual cost of repairs, 
and, therefore, those schools would be 
unable to comply with the condition of 
sub-section (d) of Section 1 of Clause 8. 
The managers of these schools, under 
the right hon. Gentleman’s definition, 
would be able to get over the difficulty 
by taking a rent from the local authority, 
and so be able to keep the school for all 
other purposes. In some cases the 
payment would fairly represent the 
value of the buildings, but, in others, 
it would be merely a nominal amount, 
accepted by the trustees in order to, 
transfer the school. The definition of 
the right hon. Gentleman appeared to 
cover only the first of those cases. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that while he 
would be unwilling to press this question 
unduly, after the promise of the right 
hon. Gentleman, he thought the present 
was peculiarly the point at which the 
matter should be dealt with. The Com- 
mittee were about to discuss the quid 
pro quo, and it was desirable that they 
should clearly understand what the quo 
was before they proceeded to consider 
the quid they were to give. The words | 
he had placed on the Paper had been | 
carefully thought out, and would en- | 
tirely meet the intention expressed by 
the First Lord. 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 76 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Ghair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again to-morrow. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
EDUCATION ACT, 1901 (RENEWAL) 
BILL 


Read a second time, and committed fo1 
tomorrow. 

LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894, (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC. 
TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 

Return ordered, “showing, according 
to the Acounts for the twelve months 
preceding the 3lst day of March, 1902, 
furnished to the Local Government Board 
under Section 1 (7) of the London 
(Equalisation of Rates) Act, 1894 :— 

(1) The amounts paid during the year 
by the London County Council out 
of the Equalisation Fund under the 
Act to the Corporation of the City 
of London and each of the Councils 
of Metropolitan Boroughs to whom 
payments out of that fund were 
made. 

(2) The amount of the expenses in- 
curred during the year by each of 
these authorities (a) under the 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891, 
including expenses of scavenging 
streets) ; (b) in respect of lighting: 
and (c) in respect of streets (other 
than the expenses of scavenging): 
and— 

(3) The amount expended during the 
year by each such authority out of 
the sums received by them under 
the Act. (In continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 358, of Session 
1901).”"—(r. Grant Lawson.) 


POST OFFICE SITE (OBAN) DRAFT PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER. 

Ordered, That the Evidence taken 
before the Committee of this House on the 
Bill for the Callander and Oban Railway 
Act, 1897, be referred to the Commis- 
sioners appointed under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, to inquire into the Post Office Site 
(Oban) Draft Provisional Order, 1902.— 
(The Lord Advocate.) 


Adjourned at a quarter afte! 
Twelve o'clock. 
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The following Bills received the Royal | 
Assent — 


|e 


HOUSE 





Royal 


OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 22nd July, 1902. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 


. Finance. 
. Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers. 
. Cremation. 

. Wild 


Birds Protection Acts 


Amendment. 


. British Museum, 

3. Immoral Traffic (Scotland). 
. Police Reservists. 

. Prison Officers (Pensions). 


9. Labour Bureaux (London). 

10. University of Wales (Graduates). 

11. Musical Copyright. 

12. Pauper Children (Ireland). 

13. London Government Scheme 
(Southwark). 

14. Pilotage Provisional Order. 

15. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

16. Oyster and Mussel Fishery Provi- 
sional Orders. 

17. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

18. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 

19. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 5). 

20. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 8). 

91. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9). 

22. Local Government Provisional | 
Orders (No. 11). 

23. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 13). 

24. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 14). 

25. Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 15). 

26. Local Government Provisional | 
Order (Gas). | 

27. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes). 

28. Local Government Provisional | 
Order (Poor Law). 

29. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

30. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 


VOL. CXI 


visional Orders (No. 2). 
|fourtH Serres. | 
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31. 
32, 


33, 


Assent. 878 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3). 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 4). 

Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Gas). 


34. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of 
Working Classes). 

35. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (Housing of 
Working Classes) (No. 2). 

36. Paisley Gas Provisional Order 
Confirmation. 

37. London (Poplar) Provisional 
Order. 

38. Buckie Burgh Extension and 


62. 
63. 
64. 
65. 
66. 


Buckie (Craigenroan) Harbour 
Order Confirmation. 


. Irvine Corporation Order Confirm- 


ation. 
. Stonehaven Town Hall Order 
Confirmation. 


. Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1). 
2. Rothesay Tramways (Extension) 


Order Confirmation. — [sbWmiy43) 


3. West Hampshire Water. 
. Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh 


Railway. 


). Bedford Corporation Water. 

. South Metropolitan Gas. 

7. Belfast Corporation. 

. Broadstairs Gas. 

. Rickmansworth Gas. 

. Great Northern Railway (No. 1). 
. Bradford Corporation. 

. Northumberland 


Electric Tram- 
ways. 


. Rusthall Manor. 

. City of London (Public Health). 

. Kent Water. 

. South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 


tribution. 


7. West Ham Gas. 
. Ticehurst Water. 
. Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 


Tramways. 


. Knaresborough Improvement. 
. North 


British Railway (Steam 
Vessels). 

Halifax Corporation. 

Buxton Urban District Council. 

Great Northern Railway (No. 2). 

Kent Electric Power. 

Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
(Steam Vessels). 


. Leamington Corporation. 
. Bristol Water. 





Private Bill 


69. Leicestershire and Warwickshire 
Electric Power. 
70. Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads, 

. Chard Gas. 

. Commercial Gas. 

3. Great Central Railway. 

West Gloucestershire Water. 

Hudderstield Corporation. 

. Manchester Corporation (General 
Powers). 

Imperial Institute. 

North British 
Powers). 

79. Nottingham and Retford Railway. 


— 


te 


-~Ps1 71 +71 =+1 =7 


~I 
SI HO 


~y 


NEW PEER. 


Sir Francis WaLLack GRENFELL, 
G.C.B., G.C.M.G., Lieutenant-General 
in the Army, Governor and Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the forces, with 


the rank of General, in Malta, having 
been created Baron Grenfell of Kilvey, 
in the county of Glamorgan—was (in the 
usual manner) iitroduced. 


SAT FIRST. 
LORD TENTERDEN. 
Sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
EASTBOURNE CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION BILL [n.1.], 


MEDWAY AND THAMES CANAL BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee, | 


with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments ; further 
Amendments made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


{LORDS} 


Railway (General | 
, 


‘ 


Amendments agreed to. 


Business. 880 
FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


si LL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments: a 
further Amendment made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


3rought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1*: 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL [u.1.}, 
ABERDEEN ACCOUNTANTS ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.], 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS, ETC.) 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [4.1.}, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [#.1.], 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 6) BILL, 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.], 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.1.}. 


(No, 2) 


Returned from the Commons, agreed to. 


LONDON RAILWAY 


BILL [H.1.). 
Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments: the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


CENTRAL 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[H.L. }. 

Returned from the Commons, agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL, 
OMAGH URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
SALFORD CORPORATION BILL, 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL, 
| GREAT CENTRAL AND MIDLAND RaAIL- 
WAYS (SOUTH YORKSHIRE RaAIL- 

WAYS) BILL, 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL, 
MIDLAND RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
SILL, 

NORWICH CORPORATION (ELEC- 
TRICITY, ETC.) BILL, 
CLEETHORPES IMPROVEMENT BILL, 
EAST WORCESTERSHIRE WATER 


BILL, 
;} NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with the 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
14th day of March last, “That no Pro- 
yisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read 
a second time after Thursday the 19th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bill be now read 2* (The 
Earl of Dudley); agreed to; Bill read 2° 
acordingly and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 


LAND ee ORDER 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL, 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order) and 

passed. 

EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1. }. 

Commons Amendments considered 
(according to order), and agreed to. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Read 3* (according to order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 

NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL, 
COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend. 
ment : Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Orders made by the Light Railway 
Commissioners, and modified and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 
ing the construction of— 

I. A light railway in the counties of 
Kent and Surrey, from Orpington to 
Tatsfield. 

If. Light railways in the rural district 
of Halesowen, in the county of Worcester. 

ll. A light railway in the West 
Riding of the county of York from 
Holmfield to Southowram. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Returned from the Commons, with 
the Amendments agreed to. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMEND. 
MENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
SECOND READING. 

THe SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFouR of BURLEIGH): My Lords, 
the object of this Bill is to place the con- 
ditions under which money may be 
borrowed by municipalities in Scotland 
for electric lighting purposes upon a 
more convenient and logical basis. Up 
to the present time many burghs have 
been limited by the amount which they 
are allowed to borrow under their local 
and other Acts for lighting by gas. 
This, in practice, has been found to be 
extremely inconvenient, and, as time 
goes on, it will altogether unduly limit 
the powers of some of these thriving 
municipalities to light their towns by 
electricity. The way in which it is pro- 
posed to proceed in future is to give 
burghs power to borrow, subject to the 
consent of the Secretary for Scotland. 
That is a method which has been found 
convenient in other matters, and for 
which there is ample precedent. The 
passage of this Bill is ardently desired by 
municipalities in Scotland, some of which 
have had to obtain private orders and 
private bills to relieve them of the restric- 
tions under which they are placed, and 
the Scottish Office think it would be 
better to place the matter once and for 
all upon a more logical and permanent 
basis. Ido not anticipate any opposition 
to the proposal ; on the contrary, I have 
had many representations which lead me 
to believe that the passage of the Bill is 
ardently desired, and I hope your Lord- 
ships will agree now to read the Bill a 

second time. 

Read 2* (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


ECCLESIASTICAL DILAPIDATIONS— 
TREFOR TRAIAN BENEFICE. 

Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY, in 
rising “To call the attention of the 
House to the estimate of the Diocesan Sur- 
veyor of St. Asaph of £1,586 for the 
repairs of the buildings of three farms of 
sixty, forty, and twenty acres respectively, 
| belonging to the benefice of Trefor Traian, 


2K 2 
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Denbighshire, now in course of sequestra- 
tion, and to the action of other surveyors; 
and to move for Papers”—said: My 
Lords, | have felt it necessary to bring 
this case before the House, because it is 
one of great and undeserved hardship, 
and also because it shows the necessity 
of altering the plan upon which these 
surveyors are appointed, and how desir- 
able it is that the glebe lands of farms 
should be sold as soon as possible. In 
the present state of agriculture, things 
are not as they were in former times. 
The Rev. H. F. Owen, the incumbent of 
Trefor Traian, is near seventy years of 
age, and has a wife and five children still 
dependent upon him. His only fault is 
that he is old, and has had as many as 
eleven children, one of whom is in the 
Denbigh Asylum ;and that having had to 
bring them up upon £95 a year, and 
whatever he might get from tourists 
during the summer for showing Vale 
Crucis Abbey, which he rents from its lay 
owner, he has not been able to prevent 
three farms from becoming dilapidated. 
I have no doubt that the bishop 
thought he was too old, and that it 
would be a good thing to get rid of 
him. Still, he ought to have waited 
until, in the natural course of events, 
he died, instead of endeavouring to force 
him to resign. The three farms that 
are dilapidated are of sixty, forty, and 
twenty acres respectively, and give the 
incumbent a rent of £71. He also 
receives £24 per annum from the 
Bounty Office. 

The bishop has sequestered the bene- 
fice, and offers the incumbent only £30 
a year to live upon. If the incumbent 
will resign his cure, he offers him £70 
a year, but that would be insufficient 
to live upon, especially as he has been 
deprived of some clerical charities 
amounting to about £50 a year; be- 
sides which, if he resigned his benefice, 
the creditors would take his pension. As 
far as I am aware, up to the present 
time, no attempt has been made to sell 
these farms, two of which adjoin the 
property of a large landowner, and the 
other that of another landowner. I 
know that in the case of the two farms 
no attempt has been made to approach 
the landowner, nor has the incumbent’s 
suggestion been acted upon to let the 
farms as bye-takes or accommodation 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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land, irrespective of buildings, to adjoin. 
ing farmers. I know that the incumbent 
is correct in saying that if they were let 
in that way they would bring in nearly 
as good a rent, because my agent re- 
cently visited a church farm of forty- 
seven acres, without any house or build. 
ings other than some old cow-sheds, 
which is let for £45—a good rent for 
Anglesey, especially as some of the land 
is on the shale. If the Trefor Traian 
farms could be let in the same way, 
there would be no need to trouble about 
rebuilding. In any case, however, 
speaking from my own experience in 
Anglesey, I say that £1,586 far exceeds 
what would be necessary for new farm 
houses and new buildings for three farms 
of the size of these. I have built a ney 
house and buildings tor a farm of 80 acres 
for £370, and others for farms under 40 
acres for £280, so that £930 should 
have been sufficient for these three 
farms. But why did not the bishop wait 
until this incumbent disappeared in the 
course of nature? Why this precipitate 
haste, thereby incurring the accusation 
of tyranny, and of driving an old clergy- 
man and his family into the workhouse ! 
I should have thought that the Right 
Rey. Prelate would have wished to give 
some explanation with regard to these 
matters, but in reply to my inquiry 
when it would be convenient to his 
Lordship that I should put the Question 
—-which has been for some time on the 
Minutes—he sent me a postcard to say 
he did not intend coming to London at 
present. I presume, therefore, that if 
he thinks any explanation necessary he 
will make it through the Press. I do 
not, however, believe that the undue 
pressure put upon the incumbent ot 
Trefor Traian to induce him to resign 
his benefice is entirely owing to the 
Right Rev. Prelate. The diocesan 
officials, registrars, and surveyors are 
said to exercise too much influence— 
some say pressure — over the North 
Wales bishops, and I believe there are 
some similar cases on this side of the 
Dee. No good can be expected from 
these officials so long as they are paid 
by fees instead of by fixed salaries. 
This point was fully brought out before 
the Joint Committee; but no notice ot 
this matter or of the question ol 


dilapidations has been taken in the 
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Bill brought in by Mr. Hanbury. |the subject might then come before the 
The best test of the cost of repairs of | Ecclesiastical Commissioners, in which 
dilapidations is what builders of good | case it might become the duty of some 
repute state in their tenders. A greater | member of the Government to make him- 
number of respectable builders, instead of | self acquainted with the facts of the case. 
architects, ought to be appointed as sur-| At present, however, neither | nor any 
veyors. Ifthere werea sufficient number | of my colleagues on this Bench can give 
of surveyors, the bishops could control! the noble Lord any information on the 
them by not again nominating for a| matter. I see by the Paper that the 
survey a surveyor against whom a just | noble Lord has given notice of his inten- 
complaint has been proved. Ten or| tion to move for Papers. I was not able 
eleven dioceses have only one surveyor. | very accurately to follow the observations 
St. Alban’s and Southwell have six;/| of the noble Lord, but I rather gathered 
Lichfield and Lincoln, five; York, Ely, | that his concluding remarks were in the 
Exeter, and Ripon, four; Bath and/ nature of the recitation of a piece of 
Wells, Carlisle, Norwich, and Peter-| poetry, and not a Motion for Papers. | 
borough, three; London, Winchester, | do not know what the Papers are for 
Hereford, Newcastle, Durham, Roch-| which the noble Lord intended to move, 
ester, St. David’s, Salisbury, Truro,| but if he puts a Motion on the Paper 
Wakefield, Worcester and Bangor, two| we will see whether it would be possible 
each. | to give them. 
I think that the right rev. prelate | 
might have come here. I was told by a *Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: I 
North Wales clergyman that he had /am much obliged to the noble Duke for 
recently made a voyage to Oporto. I/ the reply he has given. I may say that 
must suppose that this was for the pur-|I have written several times to the 
pose of consulting Portuguese authorities | Bishop, but without effect. 
on the treatment of clergy, and as to | 
whether these lines of Camoen’s do not 
apply even more to a bishop in his} * [orp REAY, in rising “To ask the 
acuhat te : ow than to a com-| Lord President of the Council— 
mander in the hela— , : . 
“ More stanzas had the siren in the praise athe — - 7 <6 « neuen 
Of the illustrious Albuquerque sung ; recognised the certificates issued by the 
But she remembers one harsh act, which weighs City and Guilds of London Institute, 
Him down, though through the world his fame mentioned in page 2 of their regulations, 
be rung. : for the award of teachers’ certificates in 
A great commander (who to crop bright bays — , ay : 
On precipitious cliffs his fate hath hung) . different branches of domestic economy, 
Should to his men a comrade rather be session 1902-1903, and whether any 
Than a judge made up of severitie.” Papers on the subject will be com- 
| municated to Parliament. 

2. Whether the attention of the 
Board of Education has been directed to 
the serious reduction, in the qualifica- 

‘tions required, from the standard now 
demanded for the limited diploma under 
House who would be at all likely to be | the existing regulations dated March, 
able to give any information on the| 1902. 

subject. Certainly I have no know-| 3. Whether representations have been 
ledge of the circumstances to which the! made by those engaged in the work of 
noble Lord has referred, and I do not | training teachers in domestic subjects, 
believe it is within the functions of any | urging that the granting of the new 
member of the Government to have such | certificates will unduly lower the 
knowledge. I understand that the| standard desirable for this class of 
proper course in cases of this description | teachers, and whether the Lord President 
would be in the first’ instance to address | will further consider the expediency 
the Bishop and invoke his assistance in| of lowering the standard hitherto 
the matter. Under certain contingencies | required by the Board of Education, 
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THE DuKkE oF DEVONSHIRE: I do 
not know whether the noble Lord gave 
any notice of his intention to bring this 
matter before the House to the Bishop 
of St. Asaph, but he appears to be 
the only Member of your Lordships’ 








Teachers’ 


said: My Lords, the Code of Regula- 
tions tor day schools ‘imposes certain 
qualifications upon the teachers in 
regard to the subjects to which my 
Question alludes. The system of the 
Board of Education with regard to 
cookery is to grant, on examination, 
a full or a limited diploma: it also 
recognises certain training schools for 
cookery, and certain certificates for 
teaching cookery granted by recognised 
training schools. With regard to 
laundry work, the Board of Education 
does not itself undertake any examina- 
tions: it simply recognises training 
schools and the certificates granted by 
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those recognised training schools. The 
list of institutions recognised by the 


Board of Education is given on page 44 
of the Day Sehoo! Code. That Day 
School Code is as recent as last Spring, 
and on that list of recognised institu- 
tions the City and Guilds of London 
Institute, to which | refer in my Ques- 
tion, does not appear. The regulations for 
the granting of cookery diplomas by the 
Board of Education are as recent as 
March of this year. It was natural to 
suppose that the regulations contained 
in documents issued by the Board of 
Education in March last, and issued in 
the Day School Code, would not be 
disturbed. Cont:ary to this expectation, 
however, certificates to be awarded by 
the City and Guilds of London Institute 
have been recognised. Those certificates 
are three in number—the*evening school 
teacher's certificate, the elementary 
day school teacher's certificate, and the 
teacher's diploma in domestic economy. 
A document issued by the City and 
Guilds of London Institute gives the 
conditions under which these certificates 
are granted, and there is a material 
difference between the conditions imposed 
by the City and Guilds of London 
Institute and those imposed by the 
Board of Education. I wish briefly to 
allude to the difference which exists in 
the two Cases. 

As regards the elementary day school 
teacher’s cookery certificate of the City 
and Guilds of London Institute, the hours 
of instruction required in day or even- 
ing classes registered by the institute 
amount to 200, or 400 at a recognised 
training school. The qualification 
required fora cookery certificate 

Lord Reay. 
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3oard of Education is 840 
training school 


under the 
hours training in a 
recognised by the Board. The differ- 
ence, therefore, is very considerable. 
There is the further condition in the 
case of the City and Guilds of London 
Institute that evidence must be produced 
of having taught, or assisted in the 
teaching of, the subject for a period of 
not less than one year to the satisfaction 
of His Majesty’s Inspector or the 
Inspector of the local authority; or 
the canditate must have received, as 
certified by the Principal, adequate in- 
struction and practice in class teaching in 
a recognised training school. That, of 
course, does not entail any examination, 
and does not account for the difference 
of 400 and 840 hours training. 

With regard to laundry work, the 
City and Guilds of London Institute 
require for the elementary day school 
teacher’s certificate 200 hours instruction 
in day or evening classes registered by the 
institute, or 400 hours instruction in a 
recognised training school, and there 
is the same proviso as in the case of 
cookery in regard to practice in teach- 
ing the subject. The difference here, 
again, is very material, as the Board of 
Education requires 512 hours training 
in a training school recognised by the 
3oard. 

With regard to the diploma in house 
management, which is an entirely new 
expression—I suppose it is what has 
hitherto been called housewifery—the 
City and Guilds of London Institute's con- 
dition is that a separate certificate will 
not be issued, but candidates for the 
teacher’s diploma in domestic economy, 
Group A, will be required to satisfy the 
examiners as to their knowledge of the 
subject. Again, the condition imposed 
by the Board of Education is much 
more stringent, viz., 250 hours training 
in a training school recognised by the 
Board, out of which time forty hours 
must have been spent in teaching classes 
of children. 

How does the matter stand with regard 
to the diploma for teaching all three 
subjects? The qualification of the City 
and Guilds of London Institute is fifty 
weeks of twenty hours a week—equal to 
1,000 hours instruction—at a recognised 
training school for domestic economy, 
and to produce evidence of having 
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received, during training, adequate in- 
struction and practice in class teaching, 
and.to have passed the examination in 
hygiene, elementary stage, Section I, 
and to pass the examinations forthe day 
shool teacher’s certificate in the sub- 
jets included under Group A or Group 


hb; whereas the Board of Education 
requires 1,573 hours training in a 


training school recognised by the Board, 
and the recognised diplomas of cookery 
and laundry work. 

I think | have shown that the result 
of the recognition given to the 
vertificates of the City and Guilds of 
london Institute involves a reduction of 
the standard hitherto required —a 
tandard which, | may say, was being 
gradually raised with very good results 
t9 those who were taught. I am 
auxious to know what has induced the 
Board of Education to make this change, 
nd especially why the change has been 
nade when what I may call the issue of 
the standing orders for the year—both 
in the Code and in the Regulations issued 
y the Board of Education—had led all 
those engaged in this department of 
dueational work to think there would 
not be an invasion by another body into 
the circle of institutions recognised by 
the Board. I believe the Board of 
Education has received some complaints, 
which I think are very legitimate, from 
those whose teaching was organised with 
| View to satisfy more stringent require- 
ments. I trust the noble Duke may 
find it possible to communicate some 
Papers with reference to the corres- 
pondence which has taken place between 
the Board of Education and the City and 
Guilds of London Institute on the subject. 
I must add that I have not alluded as 
vet to the evening school teachers certifi- 
cate, mentioned on page 2 of the Regula- 
tions of the City and Guilds of London 
Institute. It is the most extraordinary 
part of the scheme. It appears to be 
the fact that it is proposed to issue this 
entirely new certificate. Hitherto, no 
separate “evening school teacher's 
certificate” was known. In_ these 
evening continuation schools we may 
pre-suppose a certain amount of previous 
knowledge acquired in the day schools 
by those frequenting them. The 
qualifications of the teachers should 


be higher, instead of which they are 


489 Teachers 22 JuLy 1902} 


Certificates. 890 


lower. For this certificate all that is 


‘required is that a candidate should 


have passed in hygiene, elementary 
stage, Section 1, and produce evidence 
of having received, in the year preceding 
the examination, at least 100 hours 
instruction, including practical lessons, 
in a class registered by the institute. 
The alternative is to have regularly 
attended a course of instruction at a 
recognised training school. That means 
that a candidate could qualify for this 
certificate by spending 100 hours in a 
training school—that is to say, four or 
five weeks special instruction—besides 
passing in hygiene, elementary stage, 
Section 1. That seems to me to be not 
the least surprising result of this un- 
expected interference of the Board of 
Education with existing rules. I beg 
to ask the Question standing in my name. 

THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
The City and Guilds of London Institute 
applied, in March last, for the recognition 
by the Board of Education of three 
classes of teachers’ certificates proposed 
to be granted by the institute to teachers 
in certain branches of the subjects which 
are commonly known as “domestic 
economy.” The certificates proposed for 
teachers in evening schools, and the 
teacher's diploma, so far as it related to 
teachers in secondary schools, presented 
no difficulty, and they were recognised 
by the Board of Education in April last ; 
the recognition has been announced in 
the supplementary regulations _ for 
secondary day schools and for evening 
schools issued by the Board last month. 
The certificates for teachers in elementary 
day schools and “ teacher’s diploma” in 
the above named subjects taken in groups 
for teachers in those schoois were the 
subject of some correspondence, and in 
the beginning of June the Board stated 
that they were able to “give a general 
approval to the regulations and examina- 
tions for certificates in the various 
branches of domestic economy proposed 
to be issued by the City and Guilds of 
London Institute,’ and that they were 
“ prepared to recognise those certificates 
for the purpose of Article 101 (7), (4) and 
(m) of the Code.” This recognition was 
announced in the regulations recently 
issued by the institute. At the same 
time the Board pointed out that it might 
be necessary to have further discussion as 
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to the details of the conditions of training 
and examination. With this object, 
a discussion took place about three 
weeks ago between Sir Philip Magnus 
and some of the officers of the 
Board, including the _ Inspectress 
of Cookery, at which a fear was ex- 
pressed—which I think has been repeated 
by the noble Lord—that as the mini- 
mum number of hours training required 
by the institute was much lower than 
that required by the regulations of the 
Board, there would be a falling off in 
the standard of qualifications required 
in teachers of these subjects. To meet 
these objections, the institute drew up 
the instructions of 11th July, and in 
forwarding them to the Board of Edu- 
cation, Sir Philip Magnus said— 

“*You will see from these instructions that 
it is by no means the intention of the institute 
to grant certificates on easier terms than those 
on which they have been hitherto obtainable 
from the Board. On the contrary, I think the 
examinations will be found more difficult. At 
the same time it has been the object of the 
institute to relax somewhat the regulations 
with respect to the distribution of the hours of 
instruction, and you will also note that the 
institute is desirous of throwing upon the 
Principal and the teachers more responsibility, 
and of relying upon their interest in their 
students’ work to make the instruction as 
thorough as possible. Certainly in the future 
schools will not continue to be 
unless the Principal can be trusted to organise 
the teaching on gatisfactory lines. 

‘*Some misapprehension appears to have 
existed with regard to what is meant by the 
minimum number of hours to be devoted to 
instruction in any subject. You will see from 


Royal 


the enclosed that it is certainly not intended | 


that the institute’s minimum should be taken 
as the school’s maximum. The instructions 
will, I hope, show the importance which the 
institute attaches tothe practising lessons to 
be given in the training school, and you will 
note that in no case can any candidate obtain 
a day teacher’s certificate who does not produce 
adequate and satisfactory evidence of ability to 
teach.” 

These statements appear to the Board to 
be satisfactory, as showing that the 
institute does not aim at any lowering 
of the standard; but before next year’s 
regulations are issued by the institute, 
and before any notifications of recogni- 
tion of the certificates, so far as they 
relate to teachers in public elementary 
schools, is inserted in next year’s 
Code, very careful consideration will 
be given to the question of the practi- 
cal effect of these certificates, and of 
how far they have tended, or may tend, 
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consider necessary for teachers in these 
subjects. Representations have been 


received, and will doubtless continue to 
be received, from institutions carried on 
under the Board’s regulations, and fears 
have been expressed which the Board at 
present consider to be groundless. [| 
need not go into specific points, but | 
should like to observe that it does not 
appear to have been generally noticed 
that the instructions of July 11th lay 
down that the only schools recognised by 
the institute as affording the training 
necessary for these certificates should be 
those at present recognised by the Board 
of Education. I have, moreover, the 
authority of Sir Philip Magnus for say- 
ing that the institute are ready at any 
time to alter or amend any details in 
accordance with the wishes of the Board, 
and I can assure the noble Lord that the 
Board of Education will watch very 
carefully the practical working of the 
institute’s scheme, and its effect on the 
teaching of these important subjects. 

At present the Board believe that, 

while substantially preserving the stan- 
dard, the institute’s certificate system is 
based on principles of elasticity and 
freedom which will re-act beneficially on 
| the qualifications of these teachers. 
I hope the statement which I have 
| obtained from the principal secretary for 
the secondary branch of education will 
| substantially answer the Question of the 
| noble Lord. 

I do not think that there would be 
any advantage in laying the correspon- 
| dence on the subject upon the Table, as 
| a great part of the negotiations, if I may 
eall them so, have been carried on by 
means of interviews, without a knowledge 
of which the letters would not atford 
much information. 





House adjourned at five minutes 
past Five o'clock, to Thurs- 


day next, half-past Ten 
o clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 22nd July, 1902. 

The House met at Two of the clock. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 

Message to attend the Lords Con- 


to alter the standaril which the Board | missioners. 


The Duke of Lh ronshire. 
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The House went, and being returned— 





Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
toa number of Bills (see page 877). 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 

BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 

WAY (VARLOUS POWERS) BILL. 
Lords considered, 
agreed to. 


Amendments and 


FLEETWOOD URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That in the case of Fleetwood 
Urban District Council Bill, as amended, 
Standing Orders 223and\243 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read the third 
time. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


(King’s Consent signified) ; Bill accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lorps], 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Logps], 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION (No. 1) BLLL [Lorps}. 


Read a second time and committed. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 3) 
BILL [Lorps], AND CHARING CROSS, 
El STON, AND HAMPSTEAD RAIL- 
WAY (No. 2) BILL [Lorps}. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee on the Charing Cross, Euston, 
and Hampstead Railway (No. land No. 3) 

Bill { Lords s|,and Ch: wingC ross, Euston, he: 
Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [ Lords}, 
that they have power if they think fit, to 
consolidate the said two Bills into one 
Bill. (Vr. Bartley.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE 
That they have agreed to 


LORDS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 6) Bill, 

West Ham Corporation Bill, 
Newport Corporation Bill, 
North-Eastern Railway Bill, 
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county of 
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London and North-Western Railway 
Bill, 

North Metropolitan Tramways Bill, 

Croydon and District Electric Tram- 
ways Bill, 

Metropolitan Railway Bill, 

London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill, with Amendments. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: From Gloucester ; 
Northwich ; Golear ; Bradford ; London ; 
Manchester (two); Longsight ; (orton : 


and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration: From Devon- 

port; Bangor; Middleton St. George ; 


Carlton le Moorland ; Bridgwater; and 


Exeter ; to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return for the 
quarter ended 30th June, 1902 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS. 
Copy presented, of Return ot Proceed- 
ings during the month of March, 1902 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 
relative thereto 


Return presented, 
Mr. Boland): to lie 


[ordered 25th June : 
upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of telegrams concern- 
ing the siege of Ladysmith by Com- 
mand]; to he upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT. 1896. 

of Order made by 
Commissioners, anc 
Board of 


Copy presented, 
the Light Railway 
modified and confirmed by the 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
light railway in the West Riding of the 
York from Holmtield — to 














895 Questions. 


Southowram (Holmfield and Southowram 
Light Railway Order, 1902) [by Com- 
mand]: to lie upon the Table. 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT,§ 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 


the Light 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 


Trade, authorising the construction of a | 


light railway in the counties of Kent 
and Surrey from Orpington to Tatsfield 
(Orpington, Cudham, and Tatstield Light 


Railway Order, 1902) [by Command] ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of 


Light Railways in the rural district of | 


Halesowen, in the county of Worcester 
(Halesowen Light Railways (Extensions) 
Order, 1402) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table 

WUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


India—Chiefship of Kythal, Punjab. 
Mr. WEIR 
the Secretary of for India 
whether he is aware that the Phulkean 
Bhaikean family are alleged to have been 
wrongtully deprived of the ehiefship and 
principality ot Kythal of the Cis Sutlej 
territory ot the Punjab in the years 1843 
and 1847 ; and will he explain on what 
ground the Government of India decline 
Sirdar Bhai Shamshere 
Singh, the present representative of the 


usk State 


to restore to 


{COMMONS} 


Railway Commissioners, and | 


(Ross and Cromarty): To | 
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|of India have yet considered the ex- 
| pediency of superseding the large tents 
| used by district officers on tour in India 
by the more economical and _handier 
Swiss Cottage and Cashmere tents. 


( {nswered hy Lord 
Hamilton.) 1 have no information on the 
subject of the hon. Member's Question. 


Secretary 


Gh Orme 


Naval Lieutenants on Coastguard Service 
—Pay, Visiting Allowance, Income Tax. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if his attention has been called to the 
fact that, by the new scale of pay, 
| lieutenants employed in coastguard 
service are placed at a disadvantage with 
lieutenants of equal rank in other employ- 
ment, owing to income tax being now 


charged on all their pay,  whiereas 
formerly visiting allowance was not 


and will he take 
officers of this 


| subject to income tax ; 
| steps to relieve these 
| charge. 


| (Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) The 
|} hon. Member is evidently under a mis- 
|apprehension. The visiting allowance of 
| lieutenants appointed to the coastguard 
on or before the Ist of April, 1902, is not 
| affected by the changes in the pay of 
senior lieutenants in the Royal Navy, 
| and therefore these officers are in exactly 
the same position as formerly as regards 
exemption from income tax. Lieutenants 
| appointed to the coastguard since that 
|} date will draw a reduced visiting allow- 
| ance not subject to income tax, but it is 
| not considered that they are thus placed 
at a disadvantage with heutenants other- 
wise emploved, the whole of whose pay 
is liable to income tax. 


Kythal chiets, the territory claimed by 


him. 


(diuswered by Lovd 
Houmilion.) 1 am aware of the allegation 
stated in the Question put by the hon. 
Member. In the Return, East India 
(xythal), ordered by the House to be 
printed on the 24th of April, 1896, the 
facts are fully set forth, and I have 
nothing to add to my _ predecessor's 
decision, printed as No. 13 in that Blue- 
hook. 


Ni erehary Georg 


Tents for District Officers on Tour in 
ndia. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the Government 


South Africa—-Censorship. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
E.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will state on what grounds 
a private telegram, sent by Mr. Alfred 
Willis to his son at Brockburg, Transvaal, 
was refused at the General Post Office 
on 17th July on the ground of censor- 
ship; and how long this censorship is to 


| continue. 


| 

| (Answered hy Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
When the telegram in question, which 
was addressed to Boksburg (not Brock- 
burg) was handed in, the restrictions 
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mtelegrams for the Transvaal prohibited 
the acceptance of any addressed to 
Boksburg. These restrictions have now 
ven removed, and the telegram has 
ceordingly been sent to its destination. 


Local Loans—Rates of Interest. 
CotoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): To 
sk the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
rhether he will state what is the lowest 
nite of interest which has been charged 
any harbour authority or local bedy 
iGreat britain on any loan advanced 
om the Treasury of the Exchequer. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chainberlain.) 
The hon. and gallant Member’s Question 
: presumably intended to refer to loans 
dvanced out of the Local Loans Fund 
y the Public Works Loans Commis- 
joners. The interest on loans advanced 
local bodies on the security of the 
nites is fixed from time to time by 
[reasury Minute with reference to the 
on which the Government can 
row, and the currency of the loan. 
lhe lowest rate which has been fixed 
ior loans to local authorities, and this 
rite applied to harbour loans where the 
wurity of local rates was forthcoming, 
mas 2} per cent., fixed by Treasury 
Minute atter the passing of the Public 
Works Loans Act, 1897. But that 
uinimuim rate has since been raised to 
i per cent., which is now the lowest 
rite for such Where the loans 
tr not guaranteed the local 
ithorities the rates are higher. 


terms 


loans. 
by 


China—Likin Duties. 


Mr, WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): To 
sk the Under Secretary of State for 
foreign Affairs if he will state what 
wroposal has been received from Sir 
lames Mackay regarding the Likin 
ystem which are to be submitted in 
tis country and in China. 


The 
vheme which has been received from 
‘James Mackay deals very fully with 
the difficulties of the Likin system; but 
‘the proposal is still under considera- 
ton my hon. friend will no doubt for- 
tive me if I make no statement in 
rgard to it at the present moment. 


(daswered hy Viscount Cranborne.) 
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Education Election Orders. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
S.): To ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, 
with reference to the suggestion ad- 
dressed to School Boards that, in the 
event of their term of office expiring 
before the 26th March, 1903, an election 
may be avoided by omitting the nomi- 
nation of candidates, so that the existing 
Schoot Boards would remain in oftice, 
whether in such case School Boards will 
be required to pay full fees to the return- 
ing officers for an unopposed election. 


(Answered hy Sir John Gorst.) As the 
Board of Education must issue the 
election order, the returning officer will 
be entitled to his fees on unopposed 
election scale. 


Precautions Against Liver Fluke. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether, in 
view of the present climatic conditions, 
the Board will issue leaflets in English 
and Welsh explaining the causes which 
produce liyer fluke, and the precautions 
to be taken against that disease. 


Tlanhury. ’ 


(Answered by Mr, If I find 
that the information available as to the 
causes of liver fluke and as to the pre- 
cautions to be taken against it is sutt- 
cient to justify the issue of a leaflet, one 
shall be prepared and issued without 


delay. 


Galway Irish Interpreter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that, 
owing to Galway city being merged in 
the county by the Local Government 
Act, the ‘interpreter of Irish has lost 
the emoluments he received from the 
town grand jury, and is obliged to do 
for nothing work for which £25 a year 
was previously paid ; and will he consult 
the Recorder of Galway on the matter, 
with a View to this extra remuneration, 
if found equitable, being paid. 


To 


(Answered Mr. Wyndhain.) The 
present interpreter was not an “ existing” 
officer within the meaning of Sectton 
109 of the Local Government Act of 


hy 
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1898, inasmuch as he was not appointed 
until March, 1901. Moreover, the amal- 
gamation of the city with the county 


of Galway took place in January, 1900. | 


There are no grounds, therefore, for con- 
sidering that he has any claims for com- 
pensation as suggested. 


Imperial Yeomanry—Case of Robert 
Edmondson. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Mr. Robert Ed- 
mondson, formerly sergeant-major 35th 
Company Imperial Yeomanry, 11th 
Battalion, who was detained under arrest 
from Ist July, 1900, to 5th February, 
1901, in South Africa, without any crime 
being placed against him and without 
his being tried for any offence, as re- 
quired by the King’s Regulations ; and 
whether any steps are in contemplation 
against the officers responsible for the 
man’s detention. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) 
My attention has been drawn to the case 
of Edmondson. As the case will prob- 
ably be the subject of legal proceedings, 
I am not in a position to make any 
statement with regard to it. 


Return of Troops—Second Essex Regiment. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, seeing that the Second 


Essex Regiment which is now in South: 


Africa has been on foreign service for 
twenty years, he will arrange that the 
regiment is brought home at the earliest 
opportunity. 


(Answered by Mr. Sceretary Brodricl:.) 
The roster of units for home is at present 
being considered, and the long foreign 
service of this unit will not be lost sight 
of. 


Remounts—Purchases in Hungary, 
Australia and America. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, having re- 
gard to the fact that the Commissioners 
to investigate locally the proceedings of 
the remount purchasing commissions in 


Hungary, Australia, and America were 
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| appointed owing to doubts as to the con- 


duct of the officers composing those pur. 
chasing commissions, and that direct 
accusations have been made against those 
officers, will he, as the reports received 
from the investigating Commissioners 
are not to be published at present, take 
further action in the matter at the 
earliest opportunity; and, if so, state 
what such action will be. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I am afraid that I have no further infor 
mation at present to add to that which 
I have already given the hon. Member on 
this subject. 


South Africa—Medals. etc., for Nurses, 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark, 
N. W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War what medals or rewards have 
been given to nurses for service in South 
Africa ; whether these have been con- 
ferred upon trained nurses who served 
as volunteers, as well as upon Army 
nurses ; and, if not, upon what groundsa 
distinction has been made. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
May I refer the hon. Member to the 
answer given on the 20th February last 
to a Question put on this subject by the 
hon. Member tor North Cumberland + 


Netherlands Railway—Arrears of 
Interest. 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
pay the arrears of interest due on the 
Netherlands Railway, having regard to 
the fact that both principal and interest 
were guaranteed by the late Transvaal 
Republic, and duly paid up to Ist 
October 1900, and that His Majesty's 
Government took over the said railway. 


(. fuse red hy Mr. Secretary ¢ heainke rluin.) 
His Majesty’s Government are not pre- 
pared to make any statement at present. 


Post Office Buildings—Inspection under 
actory Acts. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the Post Office 
has arranged to permit the inspection ot 





t See (4) Debates ciii., 581. 
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post office buildings by Factory Act 
oficials when such inspection is con- 
sidered necessary; whether the Post- 
master General will direct that upon the 
staff making complaints in writing with 
reference to the sanitary condition of the 
buildings in which they work, an in- 
section will take place, and the result 
be communicated to the men concerned. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Postmaster General has made an 
rangement with the Home Office under 
which he is able, if he considers it 
necessary, to avail himself. of the services 
of a factory inspector, in dealing with 
any question whether a_ post office 
juilding fulfils the conditions of the 
Factory Acts, and he has already done 
». Every complaint made by the staff 
as to the sanitary condition of a post 
office building is thoroughly investigated, 
jut the Postmaster General cannot 
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undertake to call in a factory inspector | 


every time a complaint is made. 


South Africa—Repatriation of Boer 
Prisoners. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 


Burghs): To ask the First Lord of the | 


Treasury when he proposes to lay upon 
the Table the Estimate for the repatria- 


tion of the Boer prisoners, and when he | le set } 
P } and when it is intended that full informa- 


proposes taking the discussion upon it. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
separate Estimate will be laid. 
ports provided for out of Army funds 
will be utilised for the purpose both of 
repatriating prisoners and bringing back 
troops. 


No 


Johannesburg Mines—Native Labour 
—Arrest of Five Natives. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): To ask the Secretary of 


State for the Colonies what were the | 
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authorities in the Transvaal that no aid 
is to be given, directly or indirectly, to 
procuring forced labour for the mines or 
any other form of industry. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Chamber- 
luin.) IT am informed that a number of 
natives employed by Gendennuis Estate 
Mine were brought up under Master and 
Servant Act. The five ringleaders, who 
had been instigating others not to work, 
were sentenced to one month imprison- 
ment with hard labour. There was some 
excitement among the natives, but Lord 
Milner states that there was no loss of 
life, no bloodshed, and no _ resistance 
either before or after the arrest. The 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, 
which is against forced labour, is made 
clear in the Parliamentary Paper Cd. 
904; and I have no reason to suppose 
that anything in the nature of forced 
labour prevails at Johannesburg. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
South African Settlement. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First 


| Lord of the Treasury when he expects to 


make a further statement as to the pro- 
gress of the settlement in South Africa, 


|tion should be made available for the 


Trans- | 


public by the removal of the censorship. 


THE PRIME MINISTER snp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BatLrour, Manchester, E.): I apprehend 


| that this matter will best be discussed on 
| the Colonial Office Vote, and I suppose it 


circumstances which led to the arrest of | 


the native chiefs at Johannesburg at the 
beginning of this month; how many 
chiefs were arrested, what was the charge 
preferred against them, and by whom ; 
whether the chiefs have been brought to 
trial, and with what result ; whether an 
attempt was made to release them ; and, 
if so, by whom was such attempt made ; 
what then took place, and did any blood- 
shed or loss of life ensue ; and whether 
instructions have been given to the 





will be convenient for the Committee and 
for my right hon. friend that that Vote 


' should be taken some day next week. 


Remounts—The Studdert Case. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether any decision has yet been 
taken as to a prosecution in the Irish 
Remounts case. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Secretary of State 
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(Jueslions. 


for War if he will state whether Colonel 
St. Quentin is the Member of the Imperial 
Yoemanry Committee, whose duty it was 
to inspect the remounts for the South 
African War, who made the arrange- 
ment with Major Studdert for the 
purchase by him of horses in Ireland 
tor the South African War; and will 
he say why Colonel St. Quentin was 
not called as a witness at the trial in 
Dublin of the Secretary of State for War 
v. Studdert and others. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 
This question is being considered by the 
Law Officers of the Crown. Pending 
the receipt of their advice, I cannot 
answer the Questions addressed to me 
by the hon. Member for South Donegal. 


Mir. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he was aware of the terms under 
which the action of the Secretary of State 
for War y. Studdert, for fraudulent 
breach of contract as agent and trustee, 
was compromised by the Solicitor General 
for Lreland, as counsel for the War Office, 
and did he personally assent thereto ; and 
if so, will he state the grounds on which 
his assent was based. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Solicitor- 
General had full power to take what 
course he thought proper in this case. 
He took the course he did, and has not 
in any way bound the Government as to 
further proceedings. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered my 
Question. Did he personally assent to 
this compromise 4 


Mr. BRODRICK: Iam not prepared 
te go further into the matter. Full 
power was given to the Solicitor General 
to act on behalf of the War Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman now kindly make 
the statement which he promised on 
Thursday last that he would make in 
reference to this transaction ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have given the 
hon. Member all the information it is in 
my power to give. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: That jg 


not the “ full statement ” you promised, 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Why 
does not the right hon. Gentleman keep his 
promise ! 


National Scouts—Enlistment in the §.A, 
Constabulary. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, WR. 
Elland) : | heg to ask the Secretary ot 
State for the Colonies whether ‘the 
Government in South Africa are employ- 
ing, or intend to employ, the Boers who 
joined the National Scouts for police or 
other duties in the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Coleny. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. Cuamprr- 
LAIN): Lord Milner reports that a very 
large number of burghers have applied 
for enlistment in the South African Con- 
stabulary, and that he has taken on 
between two and three hundred of them, 
very carefully selected. About half of 
these are National Scouts who have borne 
a good character in that force. The rest 
are men who have recently surrendered, 
and who are vouched for by the Boer 
generals, 


Terms of Peace—Vereeniging Resolutions, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will lay upon the 
Table copies of the Vereeniging Resolu- 
tion of the Boer delegates stating the 
grounds on which they accepted the 
terms of peace; Lord Kitchener's speech 
to the delegates at Vereeniging; the 
letter of Louis Botha and Schalk Burger 


to the burghers; Lord Kitchener's 
message of thanks to the Boer Com- 


manders and the King’s message; and 
other papers throwing light on the 
circumstances accompanying and follow- 
ing the signing of the terms of peace 
in South Africa. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
LAIN): My right hon. friend is about to 
lay printed Papers, and he will consider 
whether he can properly publish the 
documents referred to in the (Juestion. 


Lord Milner and the Johannesburg Mines, 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table 
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; full Report of the statement made by 
Lord Milner to a deputation from the 
Chamber of Mines of Johannesburg, 
which statement was referred to in a 
discussion in the Chamber on 19th 
June. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHAMBER- 
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(Jue stions. 


‘of the seventh section of The Volunteer 


alN): No such Report has yet reached | 


uy right hon. friend; when it does, 
the question of laying it on the Table of 
the House will be considered. 


Soldiers’ War Gratuities. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the fact 
that a number of reservists and other 
sldiers will be soon arriving home 
vho are entitled to gratuities and 


Act, 1863; and, whether he will take 
steps that Colour Sergeant Roy may 
have the question of his further continu- 
ance of service considered in terms of 
Article 154 of the Regulations for the 
Volunteer Force. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The retention of 
Volunteers after fifty years of age rests 
entirely with the Commanding Officer of 
the Corps and the Officer Commanding 
the Regimental District, with whose 


| discretion in the matter I am not pre- 


other payments, in order to prevent | 


this money being squandered if paid 
at once, he will consider the advisability 
oi arranging for payment to be made 
through the post office in the locality 
where the man decides to take up his 
abode. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
is evidently unaware that his suggested 
arrangement is the present rule of the 
service. 


Age Regulations for Volunteers, 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Colour 
Sergeant James Roy, of the 2nd Volun- 
ter Battalion Scottish Rifles, who has 
been certified as having thirty years 
eficient service, and has been present 
at every company and battalion drill 
during that period (excepting only one 
battalion and one company drill), and 
has been present in every camp of in- 
struction attended by the regiment 
during the past thirty years, was, under 
an order issued in the 26th and 71st 
Regimental District, N.B., refused the 
privilege of having an application con- 
sidered for an extention of service in 
terms of Article 154 of the Volunteer 
Reculations: whether he is aware that 
although Colour Sergeant Roy had not 
made any application for his discharge, 
he received a discharge bearing to be 
granted at his own request and to be 


pared in any way to interfere. 


Mr.CALDWELL: But, notwithstand- 
ing the regulation, consideration of the 
request has been refused by the Com- 
manding Officer. 


Chatham Naval Storehousemen. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty, seeing 
that a petition from the storehousemen 
of the Naval Store Office at Chatham 
has been under consideration for the 


| past three years, will he state when a 


reply to the petition may be expected. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PRetyMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The petition referred to raised 
questions of status and pay affecting the 
storehouse staff at all the naval estab- 
lishments, and it was therefore inpossible 
to deal with the case of Chatham. except 
as part of a large question of re-organ- 
isation. The matter is receiving careful 
consideration, but the Admiralty are not 
yet in a position to announce any 
changes in the existing classification and 
pay of the storehouse staff. 


CaPTain NORTON: Is the ‘* eonsider- 
ation "’ likely to take three years more ! 


{No answer was returned. | 


Gibraltar—Anglo-Spanish Relations, 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
attention of His Majesty's Government 
has been cirawn to the statements in the 
Liberal and the Corre spoude nea Militar 
relative to proposals for erecting tortifi- 
cations on the Spanish territory encircl- 


issued in accordance with the provisions | ing Gibraltar, and to the relations of 
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Spain with England, in connection with 
General Weyler’s forthcoming inspection 
of Mediterranean coasts; can he state 
whether there are any, and if so what, 
outstanding questions with Spain as to 
the Mediterranean, and especially whether 
His Majesty's Government are prepared 
to entertain or initiate proposals to come 
to any such friendly understanding with 
reference to Gibraltar as would provide, 
on the one hand, against the erection of 
fortresses over against Gibraltar by 
Spain, and, on the other hand, against 
contingencies involving the defence of 
Gibraltar by British military operations 
on the adjacent Spanish territories. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
roR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester): His Majesty's 
(rovernment are aware of the newspaper 
articles referred to. There are no out- 
standing questions with Spain as to the 
Mediterranean. 


{COMMONS} 





I venture to think that | 





(Questions. 


Argentine Beef Trade. 
Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): [ beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
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high price of beef, and to the fact that 
the Argentine Republic is stated to be 
free from foot and mouth disease, if he 
can state when the trade in beef will be 
allowed to be resumed from that country, 


Mr. HANBURY: The withdrawal 
of restrictions against the importation 
of Argentine cattle must depend upon 
the Argentine Government adopting 
regulations, which in my opinion would 
be likely to safeguard their country 
| against the introduction of disease, and 
| afford security for a steady trade between 
| this country and the Argentine. I am 
at present in communication with the 
Argentine Government on this subject. 





Scottish Deer Forests Return—Applecross 
Forest. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 


it is not for the public interest that such | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury. 


subjects as those to which the conclud- | 


ing part of the hon. Member’s question 
refers should be discussed by means o 
questions and answers in the House of 
Commons. 


Pembrokeshire Hunt Hounds. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield); I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether the 
Agricultural Department received infor- 
mation at the beginning of this year 
that rabies broke out among the hounds 
of the Pembrokeshire Hunt; and will 
he explain why, under the muzzling 
order issued for South Wales in conse- 
quence of this outbreak, the owners of 
the hounds of the Pembrokeshire Hunt 
and other sporting dogs in South Wales 
were not treated in the same way as the 
owners of other dogs. 


THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 


AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- | 


ton): The answer to the first paragraph 
is yes. The hounds of the Pembroke- 
shire Hunt, so far from being treated 
with exceptional leniency, have all been 
confined to the kennels by special notice, 
since the beginning of February. 





| seeing that the last Deer Forest Return 


| issued by the Crown Agent for Scotland 


was prepared on information obtained 
from the assessors, will he state whether 
| the assessor for Ross and Cromarty ever 
| visited the Forest of Applecross, and, if 
|so, when; and, in view of the fact that 
|this forest is stated in the Return to 
{contain no more than 37,000 acres, 
will the assessors be recommended to 
test the accuracy of any information 
they may receive in regard to the area 
of deer forests, by personal inquiry on 
the spot. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Perhaps 
the hon. Member will allow me to 
answer this Question. I am not aware 
whether the assessor for Ross and 
Cromarty visited the forest of Apple- 
cross or not; but as the question o 
area is no criterion as to value in the 
case of a deer forest, I see no reason 
for any recommendation on the subject. 


In reply to a further Question by Mr. 
Weir, Mr. A. Granam Murray said 
the value of a deer forest was based on 
the number of stags killed. 


Mr. WEIR: And what is the value 
put on each stag ? 





culture, having regard to the present | 
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(Juestions. 


Port of Ness Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that, in 
order that the harbour of Port of Ness, 
[sland of Lewis, which was constructed 
out of a Government grant, should be 
rendered of service at the earliest possible 
jate, 150 of the fishermen have recently 
expressed their willingness to give six 
days free labour each to assist in the 
removal of the accumulated sand; and, 
in view of this offer, will the Congested 
Districts Board endeavour to arrive at 
an early decision in regard to the 
application which was made to them 
some time since relative to the removal 
of the sand during the summer months. 
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Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed that an offer has been made 
on behalf of 140 fishermen to each give 
ix days free labour, to begin on 1st 
October next. The Board will arrive at 
as early a decision as possible in the 
dificult and complicated situation of this 
case. 


Female Training Colleges in Dublin. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the average annual cost per pupil 
in the female training colleges in 
Kildare Street and in Baggot Street, 
Dublin, respectively ; and, seeing that it 
would be impossible, without serious 
loss, for these colleges to pay interest 
and sinking fund on their loans, will he 
state on what grounds it is proposed for 
the training colleges at Limerick, Belfagt, 
and Waterford to defray this charge. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY — ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I 
am not yet in a position to give the 
information desired in the first part of 
the Question. When received, I will 
communicate it to the hon. Member. 
In respect to the second part of the 
(Question, | have nothing to add to my 
ely to the similar inquiry of the 24th 
June.+ 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
was understood to ask whether institu- 
tions of enormous importance such as 
these were to be ruined by the refusal 
of a paltry sum of £3,000. 





t See (4) Debutes, cix., 1518, 
VOL. CXI. [FourTH SERIES. | 


{22 JuLy 1902} 
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(Juestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that Question. It is a matter 
of arrangement with the Treasury. 


Police Pensioners as Prison Warders. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (DownCo., 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many police pensioners are 
employed as warders in Irish prisons ; 
whether, before qualifying for pensions, 
they were declared unfit for further 
service in the police; whether it is 
intended to make any further appoint- 
ments from the same class; and whether 
the Prisons Board intend to adopt a 
system of examinations for promotions 
in the prison service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Three pensioners, 
declared to have been unfit for further 
service in the police force, are employed 
warders in the Prisons Service. 
3efore they were taken into the latter 
service they satisfied the Civil Service 
Commissioners and the Prisons Board 
of their fitness for the position of 
warder. Further similar appointments 
will be made as opportunities occur. 
All permanent warders undergo examina- 
tion before appointment. The present 
system, whereby the best men are 
promoted by selection, works thoroughly 
well, and it is not proposed to alter it. 


as 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman kindly say how it is 
that policemen who are declared unfit 
for further service are declared fit for 
service as prison warders ! 


Naas Registry Office. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the registry of births, deaths, 
and marriages in the workhouse of the 
Naas Poor Law Union consists of two 
rooms, an inner and an outer room, the 
inner room being a strong closet in 
which filled-up registers are deposited, 
the outer room only being used by the 
master and other officials of the union 
for the transaction of official business ; 
and whether, seeing that the registra- 


| tion inspector has reported that the use 
'of this outer room by the master and 


2L 
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other officials causes no inconvenience, 
and that its use by them will be discon- 
tinued should the room be required for 
registration purposes, in order to avoid 
the unnecessary expense of building new 
offices for the master, &c., the Registrar 
General will reconsider his decision and 
allow the room to be used as hitherto 
underthe control of the Guardians. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I 


fully to a Question 


replied very 
put by the hon. 


Member on this subject on the 30th 
June.t To that reply [ have nothing to 


add, except to say that the Inspector has 
not reported to the effect alleged. 


Royal Hibernian Academy. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieutenan 
of Ireland, having regard to the fact 
that the question of what can be done 
to improve the position of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy is now engaging 
the attention of the Government, 
whether the Government is in com- 
munication with the corporate body 
of the Royal Hibernian Academy, and 
is in full possession of its stated claims 


to he placed on a footing similar to 
that conceded to the Royal Scottish 


Academy in the interests of living and 
contemporary art culture in Scotland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 


(Juestion is in the affirmative. 


Scottish Deer Forests—Inaccurate 
Returns. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will consider 
the expediency of introducing legislation 
such as will impose penalties on owners 
ot deer forests who fail to furnish the 
assessors with accurate information in 
regard to the area of forests, or on other 
points on which information is required 
for valuation purposes. 


Min. A. J. BALFOUR: The deer 
forests are not valued in respect of their 
The Valuation Acts already 
provide under the exaction of penalties 
for the turnishing of such information 
as 1s necessary for the purposes of valua- 
tion. There is not, as Iam advised, any 
necessity for legislation on the subject. 


acreage. 


+ See preceding volume, p. 303. 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 919 


Imperial Defence. 

Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great < Yar. 
mouth): On behalf of the noble Lord 
the Member for Woolwich, I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the attention of the Government has 
been given to the need for some re- 
enforcement of intellectual equipment 
for directing the forces of the Empire, 
and for better preparation in advance 
with regard to the detence of the 
Empire ; and will he state what steps 
will be taken to remedy the alleged 
deficiencies in these respects. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be 
delighted in any way to increase jin. 
tellectual equipment in connection with 
this or any other subject. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : The 
right hon. Gentleman has not. said 
what steps he will take in that direction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The field is 
already open to such talent as may b 
available. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can now give the House 
a clear and more definite idea of the 
business for each day until August sth. 
I may take the opportunity of recalling 
to the right hon. Gentleman’s recollection 
the fact that there is a vote for excesses 
in the Army Estimates of the previous 
year which was put off in order that it 
might be considered by the Public 
Accounts Committee. That has now been 
done, and I wish to know when the 
opportunity for the discussion of this 
Vote which the right hon, Gentleman has 
promised will be given. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon, Gentleman is probaby aware that on 
March 3rd the Vote was withdrawn on 
my representation. I would like to ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will 
afford an opportunity for its considera- 
tion, as it has not yet been discussed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
sjoroughs): May I at the same time ask 
what the Government proposes to do 
with regard to the money for the re- 
patriation of the Boer prisoners, and 
whether a day will be given for the 
consideration of the matter. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot 
answer the last Question. There are 
fourteen days still remaining, including 
today, before the House will adjourn for 
There will be eleven after- 
noon sittings, eleven evening sittings, and 
three Fridays. Five days must be 
devoted to finishing the Estimates, and I 
shall have to find an evening sitting for 
dealing with the Supplementary Estimate 
relerred to by the right hon. Gentleman. 
Next Friday has been given for the dis- 
cussion of the financial relations between 
Ireland and England ; there will have to 
he opportunities for discussing the Ap- 
propriation Bill and the Motion for the 
holidays. In spite of all these obligations, 
jtought to be possible to find an after- 
noon and an evening sitting for the 
London Water Bill, and three whole days 
more, including today, for the Education 
Bill, which I hope, will be ample to finish 
the Clause on which we are now engaged. 
I also hope to find opportunities of 
advancing the two Irish Bills of which 
mention has been made, and also the 
Food and Drugs Bill, which I believe to 
benon-controversial. For these purposes 
it wil! be necessary to suspend the twelve 
oclock rule at the end of the month, but 
it may be consolation to hon. 
Members to know that this will be done 
ata later period than has been cus- 
tomary for many years past. 


the recess. 


some 


South Africa Courts Martial Commission. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask leave to move the adjourn- 
ment of the House in order to call 
attention to a matter of urgent public 
importance — namely, the impending 
departure from England, four days 
before the long vacation, of the Lord 
Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Bigham, 
which, in the opinion of many, amounts 
toa gross dereliction of duty anda grave 
public scandal. 


*\Ir. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must surely be aware that that is a 
matter which cannot be discussed on a 
Motion for the adjournment of the House. 
It has frequently been ruled that a 
Motion affecting the conduct or character 
of His Majesty's Judges cannot be dis- 
cussed on a Motion for adjournment. 


Bill. 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Joseph Devlin, esquire, for the County 
of Kilkenny (North Kilkenny Division). 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That three additional days 


be allotted to the Business of Supply.— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour). 


NEW BILL. 


ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 


“To amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” 
presented by Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
under Standing Order No. 31; to be 
read a second time to-morrow, and to 
be printed. [Bill 283.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Cumberland, 


(Mr. J. W. LowrTHer 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 7 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 39, after thegword ‘ author- 
ity, to insert the words ‘ or for the use of which 
any rent is paid by them.’ ’—(Mr. Whitley.) 

Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted. 


(2.50.) Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) 
said that in view of the satisfactory 
statement made by the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the previous night that any 
school for which rent was charged 
would ipso facto become a_ provided 
school, and that he would introduce 
words to make that perfectly clear, he 
was willing to ask leave to withdraw 
the Amendment ; but before doing so he 
wished to ask whether on consideration 
the First Lord had not come to the 
conclusion that the insertion of the 
words he had proposed was not the most 
suitable way of carrying out the under- 


taking. 


L2 
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THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Rovert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) said 
these words could not possibly be inserted, 
because their insertion here would throw 
doubt onthe construction of the expression 
“ provided ” as applied to schools without 
any qualification in a previous Clause. 
The twenty-third section of the Act of 
1870 made provision for the transfer of 
schools to a School Board either ab- 
solutely or for payment of rent. Where 
rent was paid it was clear from that 
section that to the extent to which the 
use of the school was required by the 
local authority it was intended to be a 
school “ provided’ by the Education 
Department. That Act was now to be 
read in conjunction with the Bill 
under consideration. Ifthe rent charged 
was a lon’ fide rent, it was beyond all 
controversy that the school would be in 
every sense of the term a school provided. 
There might, however, be cases where a 
merely nominal rent might be charged 
by some one practically providing the 
school. It deserved to be considered 
whether a definition was not required 
to determine whether a school provided 
on these terms was to be deemed a 
school provided by the local authority. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would be 
satisfied with the statement he had 
made. 


Mr. WHITLEY said it was difficult 
for a non-legal mind to follow the whole 
of what had been said, but so far as he 
could gather, the statement of the 
Attorney-General was not altogether in 
accordance with the First Lord of the 
Treasury's statement on the previous 
evening, which clearly was that the 
charging of the rent would ipso facto 
make a school a “provided” school. 
The question of a nominal rent had now 
been introduced ; but who was to decide 
what amount of rent was nominal ? 
Suppose a rent of £40 was charged on a 
building which cost £2,000. That was 
not a commercial rent, but yet it was 
substantial, and he held that the owners 
of the school should not be allowed to re- 
tain all the privileges of private managers. 
He did not think any solution of the 
difticulty could be more satisfactory 
than the one they understood the First 
Lord to agree to on the previous night, 
and before withdrawing his Amendment 
he would like to hear other opinions. | 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


side) thought the Amendment in 
admissible, because it would practically 
prohibit the managers of a day school 
from letting to the local education 
authority for evening classes. He could 
not believe that that was the intention 
of hon. Members opposite. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said it had been stated over and over again 
that the majority of the school managers 
and the appointment of teachers could 
not be given in the case of schools not 
provided by denominations but only 
rented to the public. The First Lord of 
the Treasury had made a clear and 
definite statement that a school for 
which rent was paid was ipso facto a 
provided school, and he thought they 
were justified in keeping the right hon. 
Gentleman to that statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 
although the matter was complicated 
there was no real difficulty in it, and 
there should be no obscurity about this. 
Hon. Gentlemen appeared to think that 
the observations of the Attorney-General 
were intended to limit his statement. 
But that was not the case: they rather 
extended it. If a school was transferred 
to the local authority under the Act of 
1870, then the Bill would not interfere 
at all. With regard to cases not under 
the Act of 1870, suppose a schoolhouse 
were practically let to the local authority 
for a business rent, evidently that be- 
came a provided school. But his hon. 
and learned friend suggested whether, if 
only a nominal rent were charged, the 
question might not be raised whether the 
school should be deemed to be 
‘*‘ provided’ or not. They thought it 
ought to be. If an owner chose to let it 
to the local authority, in so far as it was 
let it was subject to all the provisions of 
this Bill, which transferred educational 
powers to the local authority. If the 
school was completely transferred jor a 
peppercorn rent during the whole of the 
twenty-four hours, that school would be 
subject to, provided by, and financed by 
the local authority, and the Cowper 
Temple Clause would operate through the 


whole period. Whether the rent be 


large or small, excessive or nominal, s0 
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Mr. JAMES HOPE (Sheffield, Bright’ 
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longas the local authority paid that rent | 
the school would be provided by the 
local authority and subject to the in- 
cidents of that position. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said an out-and-out trans- 
fr was perfectly clear, but take 
the case of denominational managers 
who, without any formal arrangement, 
lease, or document, put down in their 
accounts £30 as rent. Wasthat a school 
provided by the local authority? As an 
illustration he might mention the case 
of Preston, where there was a denomi- 
national building out of which it was 
suggested the managers made a profit. 


Sim WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): I do not think that such a state- 
ment should be made on hearsay. Is 
the hon. Member going to bring forward 
evidence in support of it? I deny that it 
is the case. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there 
would be no difficulty about proving it 
in the course of the debate, as one of 
his hon. friends had got all the facts. 
There was in Preston a denomination 
controlling a school for which they got 
£300 or £400 trom the Treasury. They 
hid practically no voluntary subscrip- 
tion, and they charged a certain amount 
for rent for the use of the building 
during the time occupied with secular 
instruction, other portions of the week 
being used for other purposes. Wou!d that 
be a school provided by the local autho- 
rity ! Supposing they were dealing with 
a denomination or church, would the 
right hon. Gentleman allow an arrange- 
went between the denomination and 
managers whereby rent was paid? The 
managers were not identical with the 
denomination; they were two separate 
bodies in law. Would the denomination 
be allowed to charge any amount for 


rent in their accounts without the school , 


becoming ‘ provided’ by the local 


authority ? 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
would like to putthequestion in a different 
torm. Trustees gathered funds from 
the congregation of a chapel and built a 
school and let the building to members 
ot the congregation, who became 
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managers ; and it was the practice 0’ the 
managers of the school to pay to these 
trustees a sum for rent. At the present 
time this sum was paid either out of 
voluntary contributions or out of 
Government grants received by the 
managers. The question arose for the 
future, if that rent continued, would the 
school become ‘provided by the local 
authority’? Again, there might be a 
public company who, having erected a 
school, played the part of the trustees 
in the other case and received a rent 
from the managers. What would be the 
position there! Yet another case 
was that of a private individual who 
built a school hired by managers at a 
nominal rent, and sometimes rent was 
received for half of the building. All 
these points went to show that the 
subject required careful consideration. 
He thought the suggestion of the 
Attorney General that the matter should 
be postponed was a very wise one. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said _ these 
points, whatever their importance, did 
not arise on the Amendment, in which 
the point was whether rent paid by a 
local authority made a school a school 
provided by the local authority. This 


was important, because provided 
schools were under different rules to 
those for voluntary schools. The 


question raised by his hon. friend had 
nothing to do with rent paid by a local 
authority. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: In future rent 
now paid from contributions will be paid 
from the rates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said if the 
payment came from the local authority 
the general rule would apply. There 
might be, and he was afraid there were, 
hard cases, but he did not know how 
they could deal with those. He thought 
the Committee would get into hopeless 
trouble if they tried to make an arrange- 
ment by which the local authority would 
pay rent and yet the schools remain 
voluntary ; he did not see how it could 
be done. 


(3.10.) Dr. MACNAMARA (Camber- 
well, N.) said this question of rent was one 
of extreme importance. He could not 
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quite follow the right hon. Gentleman. 
On the 2nd of May last. when he asked 
if it was competent for the managers 
of a public elementary school not pro- 
vided by the local authority to make 
a charge for school buildings, he was 
answered in the negative. He was, in 


fact, told it would be impossible for 
managers to make any charge for a 
public elementary school. Now he 


gathered that they might make a charge 
subject to the consequences that might 
follow if the Bill contained a definition 
in a certain way. It was notorious that 
large sums had been taken from School 
Boards by all denominations for rent. 
No doubt it had often been paid back 
in the form of the voluntary contribu- 
tion, but what he wished to call 
attention to was that every time there 
had been an addition to public aid, 
there had been an increase in the rent 
charged for schools, and this had been 
mentioned in the Report of the Educa- 
tion Department after the passing of 
the Voluntary Schools Act. The report 
ran— 

‘“My Lords have regretted to find that in 

certain cases, happily not very numerous, a 
new rent, or an increased rent, has been charged 
since the passing of the Voluntary Schools 
Act.’ 
The Parliamentary Return showed that 
a number of schools, many of them 
without voluntary contributions at all, 
made enormous demands on the Educa- 
tion Department for rent. All de- 
nominations were offenders in this 
respect, and especially so the Wesleyans. 
When the First Lord made the statement 
that there was to be no charge for rent, 
the Wesleyans, who were building a school 
at Leighin Lancashire. dropped thei sir oper- 
ations at once and abandoned the scheme. 
The managers of some of these Schools 
charged £200, £300, £400 and even 
£600 a year for the rent of these build- 
ings; and that was true of all parts of 
the country. And whenever there had 
been an addition to the Government 
grants there had been an addition tothe 
rents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he quite re- 
cognised the interest and importance of 
the point which the hon. Gentleman was 
discussing, but was it really relevant to 
the Amendment before the Committee ? 


Dr. Macnamara, 
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The Amendment dealt, and dealt only, 
with the rent paid by the local educa- 
tion authority for the school, small 
or big as the case might be; but it did 
not seem to him to have anything what- 
ever to do with the point now being 
debated by the hon. Member tor North 
Camberwell. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: But the local 
education authority will be compelled to 
pay these rents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOU R: Then in that 
case the schools would become provided 
schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he would sit 
down at once if he thought that he had 
departed trom the precise point before 
the Committee. The local education 
authority would be compelled to pay 
these rents; and the point he wanted to 
get clear was. would the Government 
say that the Bill did provide, at some 
stage, that where the local education 
authority was charged any rent for the 
use of the school buildings, that school 
would be treated as a provided school. 
and be under the entire control of the 


local education authority, and would 
be undenominational in its religious 
instruction. That was the real issue. 


He would quote from a Parliamentary 
Return, giving an illustration of each 
case. The Talbot Roman Catholic School, 
Preston, charged a rent of £655 2s., and 
pone voluntary subscriptions amounted to 

196 lls.. though he must say that the 
money paid as rent went to improve the 
school. Then, in regard to the British 
Schools, there was the case of Grimshaw 
Street School, Preston, in which the 
renta! charge was £70 and the voluntary 
contributions £5 3s. 


TOMLINSON | said 


denominational 


Sir WILLIAM 
that that was not a 
school. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: No; but it was 
a denominational school. ‘Then there 
was St. Paul’s Square Presbyterian 
School, Preston, which took £48 in rent 
and there were no voluntary contribu- 
tions at all. He did not think he need 
pursue this subject any further, but 
would refer hon. 


Members to the report 
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oi Mr. Holman, His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Schools, published in the Blue Books a 
year or two ago. In that report it was 
stated that the finances of the Preston 
schools were absolutely unsound, and 
ught to be audited by the Public 
Auditor. 


sm ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
his hon. friend the Member for Preston 
vould resist the challenge which had 
een thrown out to him, and _ not 
lelay the procedure with the Bill by dis- 
cussing this extraneous question which 
had been imported into the debate. 
Everyone was aware that in some cases, 
und at some places, those concerned 
vith voluntary schools had represented 
in imaginary rent as the amount of their 
subscription to the school. But that 
was a matter between them and the 
Board of Edueation. It had been sug- 
sested that the statement in the item of 
rent did not show justly the amount 
which was contributed to the schools. 
but that was a hundred miles away from 
the question which the Committee was 
now discussing. The question was, what 
rould happen if the local education 
uithority took over the use and control 
fa school, cither for the whole time or 
iportion of the tirae during the week ? 
li the local education authority took over 
the use and control of the school, with 

r without the rent—the rent was not 
the important question—to the extent 
that they acquired the use and control 
f the school, the Government intended 
that it should be a provided school. It 
Was so now under the provisions of 
Section 23 of the Act of 1870; and if, 
by any arrangement outside that section, 
the use and control of the school should 
pass to the loeal education authority, he 
suggested to the Committee that the 
proper way to deal with this point was 
by definition, when they came to the 
proper part of the Bill. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: 
that ? 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that his 
tight hon. friend had already stated that 
he thought some definition would pro- 
vably be necessary upon this point: but 
the terms of that definition required 
very careful consideration. He suggested 
that the matter should stand over to the 
proper time. 


Will 


vou. do 


{22 Jury 1902} 


Pill. 922 
Mr. WHITLEY said that not 


being a lawyer he had not been able to 
followthecourse of the Attorney General's 
argument ; but he understood from the 
statement of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, that where money was provided 
by the local authority, either out of 
the rates or through them trom the 
Education Department, that was taken 
for the purpose of the rent of buildings 
during the day school hours, that that 
was to be considered a provided school. 
If that were made perfectly clear, he 
should not think of pressing the particu- 
lar words he had suggested to a division. 
But he should like to ask, in view of 
what the right hon. Gentleman had told 
the Committee, whether he would put 
down words on the paper before the ad- 
journment for this part of the Session. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly 


before the adjournment. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that in that case 
he asked leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


*#Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, WW.) 
said that the statement made by 
the First Lord of the Treasury was 
very satisfactory. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that his Amendment 
applied to the provided schools, and to 
the aided schools as well. Sut the 
statement of the Attorney General 
limited the application to the provided 
schools. He ventured to say that the 
Attorney General did not seem to grasp 
the point. The right hon. and learned 
Gentleman’s statement had reference to 
the schools, which, being now denomi- 
national, were taken over by the local 
authority, either wholly or partly, during 
the week, and in that case the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman said that these 
schools would be regarded as provided 


schools, and that any rent charged 
would cause them to be regarded as 
provided schools. The question was as 
to aided schools. The school budget 


being provided for, partly by the State 
and partly by the local authority, it 
any item of economic rent appeared in 
that Budget, from that moment would 
the school cease to be a denominational 
school and become a provided school ! 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
it would be impossible for the local 
authority to give any aid of the kind 
referred to, which was not to be a school 
provided by themselves ; but if they paid 
arent tor it, then it should become, as 
he understood it, a provided school, for 
the hours during which the local educa- 
tion authority had control. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


(3.27.) Mr. McKENNA proposed an 
Amendment, under which any school not 
provided by the local education authority, 
and— 

“Which is the only public elementary school 
within a radius of three miles,” 
would be treated as a provided school. 
It had nothing to do with the 
Amendment of his hon. friend, which 
dealt with areas. Where there was 
only one school within a radius of 
three miles, the parent had no option 
as to which school he shouldsend hischild 
to. In atown where there were denomi- 
national and undenominational schools, 
it might be reasonable, although he 
did not agree with it, that the denomi- 
national schools should be maintained 
out of public funds: but where the 
parent had no option, it appeared to 
him that the only school available should 
not be a school of a particular denomi- 
nation, having the atmosphere of that 
denomination, and yet paid for wholly 
out of public funds. It was said yester- 
day by the First Lord of the Treasury 
that the local education authority had 
full control of secular education in these 
denominational schools. That was, if 
he might say so, with great respect to 
the First Lord of the Treasury, a funda- 
mental mistake. It was quite true 
that the local education authority would 
have full contrel in outlining the edu- 
cation to be given; but it was the 
schoolmaster who would have control 
over the children; and he was to be 
appointed, not by the local education 
authority, but by the school managers. 
The Bill would give the local educa- 
tion authority the dry bones, keep- 
ing the juicy meat for the managers. 
He submitted that, where there was only 
one school, and the parents had no option, 
it was not reasonable that the children 
should be sent to that school to be taught 


a denominational creed, or even if they 
absented themselves during the period of 
religious teaching, to be taught in a 
denominational atmosphere at the public 
expense. They were entitled to ask for 
some concession on the point. What 
were they giving up? He was quite 
prepared to accept the figures of hon. 
Gentlemen epposite. They were told that 
the value of the present voluntary school 
buildings was £22,000,000 sterling. That, 
at 2) per cent., worked out at £450,000 
a year rent; and, taking the repairs at 
33) per cent. of the rent, it meant that 
the total gift of the voluntary subscribers 
to the nation amounted to £600,000 a 
vear. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I do not see what 


this has to do with the three mile limit. 


Mr. McKENNA said he was showing 
that what was to be given in exchange 
for a great public expenditure was so 
small that some concession should be 
made in cases where the parents had no 
option. He intended to show what the 
public expenditure and the voluntary 
expenditure would really be. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : That is the general 
question which was argued last night. 
The hon. Member must show some special 
reason why a school, which was the only 
school within a radius of three miles, 
should have exceptional treatment. 


Mr. MCKENNA said he was about to 
say that where the taxpayer paid £10, 
the voluntary subscriber paid only £1, 
and the taxpayer did not get what he 
wanted—and had no chance of getting 
what he wanted—but he would not pursue 
that point. Then, again, children would 
be excluded from becoming pupil teachers 
unless they belonged to a particular de- 
nomination. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that that 
was a question which would come up 
later, and he hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would not raise it now. 


Mr. MCKENNA said he was merely 
outlying the hardships which would 
occur when there was only one school. 
Unless a child, in such a case, belonged 
to the denomination to which the school 
belonged, he would be excluded from 
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becoming a pupil teacher. That was a 
ral hardship, and he asked the First 
lord of the Treasury to allow parents 
in such cases full control as to what 
the denominational training should be. 
Why should a denominational school 
belonging to a minority have the patron- 
age of the teaching profession to the ex- 
dusion of the children of the majority ; 
and why should a child be taught in a 


rligious atmosphere, to which the 
parent objected, without giving the 


parent any control or any option to send 
the child elsewhere ? 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority,’ 
) insert the words ‘and any school not so 
provided which is the only public elementary 
svhool within a radius of three miles,’”’ 
(Wr. Me Kenna.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
he there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that no 
one, he thought, would deny—he would 
not deny—that the particular case the 
hon. Gentleman had in view, namely 
that of a denominational school being 
the only school within reach of the 
children in a _ considerable area, did 
present a hardship. That was one of 
the ditticulties of the existing system, and 
would be one of the difficulties even of 
the system which would be brought 
into being under the Bill. Everyone 
who had studied the question knew that 
that was one of the grievances of Non- 
conformists ; but there was a correlative 
grievance on the part of members of 
other denominations, where there was only 
one board school, in which case, parents 
could not get the religious teaching they 
wanted at any cost. That was one of 
the unfortunate results of their religious 
divisions. But he would point out that 
the Bill as drawn would diminish the 
grievanee ; because it would permit 
what was not permitted under the 
existing law, other schools to be pro- 
vided of a denominational character by 
the local authority, or by other religious 
bodies than the denomination which 
possessed the only school in the district. 
lherefore, the Bill would do something, 
and something very material, to mitigate 
the evil to which the hon. Gentleman 
teterred; but as long as the Cowper- 
Temp'e Clause was insisted on, and as 
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long as denominational schools were 
maintained, so long would the grievance 
exist in some form or another on both 
sides. All that could be done was to 
diminish it as much as possible ; and the 
Bill did that. He would not refer to 
the point about pupil teachers, because 
that was a question which would come 
up later for discussion. Speaking 
broadly, the Committee would readily 
understand that it was impossible for 
the Government to accept the Amend- 
ment which would result in de- 
nominationalising a very large number 
of denominational schools. 


(3.45.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he 
was very glad his hon. friend had raised 
the question, which was one of the 
greatest hardships under which Noncon- 
formists suffered. There were 8,000 
parishes which would be affected by the 


Amendment. They contained 9,000 de- 
nominational schools, and no other 
schools; and Nonconformists would be 


bound to send their children to those 
schools where the only religious educa- 
tion they could get would be contrary 
to the doctrines of their own Church. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that even 
Christians were not always talking 
about their differences. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that that 
did not come well from the Leader of the 
Party that insisted on differences between 
Christians. Their contention was always 
that Christians ought to agree on the 
teaching to be given in the schools; and 
they had given pledges of their willing- 
ness in that direction. It was because 
the Party of which the right hon. Gentle- 
man was such a distinguished leader, 
had refused to come to an agreement 
with their fellow Christians and fellow 
Protestants, that all these differences had 
arisen. ‘lhe grievance could be removed 
without destroying the principle of the 
Bill. In 8,000 parishes in the country, 
one of the most honourable branches of 
the Civil Service was shut against Non- 
conformist children. There were between 
40,000 and 50,000 teacherships in those 
parishes ; and every penny of the salaries 
attaching to them was paid by the State. 
Every Nonconformist child was precluded 
by the deed of trust from entering the 
teaching profession. It was true, with 
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the consent of the trustees, certain 


children were allowed to come in, but 
athing of this kind ought not to be 
left to the magnaminity of one sect. 
In the diocese of Bangor there were 
9,500 children in the voluntary schools, 
of whom 15 per cent. were Noncon- 
formists. What happened in the district ? 
This Bill, instead of relieving, aggravated 
the grievance. Under the old system 
one-sixth of the cost of maintenance of 
these schools fell upon the denomina- 
tionalists, and if they reckoned in the 


fabrics as well only one-third. Under 
this Bill henceforth the denomina- 
tionalists would only pay one-tenth. The 


right hon. Gentleman could not make 
any concession to the Nonconformists 
in this matter so long as the denomina- 
tionalists controlled the schools and 
selected the teachers. The 25 per cent. 
of church children got a preference to 
which, by no principle of equity with 
which he was conversant, were they 
entitled. In one parish of Bangor there 
were 110 children, and only one school 
—a church school—which these children 
were compelled by lawto attend. Eighty 
of those children were Noneconformists, 
thirty were Church children. For the 
last thirty years they had not had a 
Nonconformist teacher there. He did 
not suggest they did not take a Noncon- 
formist child and train him up as a 
teacher, but they did so only on condi- 


tion that he would become a Church 
member. Some of the best ministers in 
Wales at the present time had been 
bought into the Church in that way. 


In that parish there was one Church. 
The Nonconformists had to maintain 
five chapels. The maintenance of the 
Church came out of rich tithes, so that 
the Noneontormists had to maintain it : 
they were compelled by law to contribute. 
Therefore in that parish practically the 
whole burden of maintaining this in- 
stitution fell upon the Nonconformists and 
the whole of the management was given 
to another sect. The right hon. Gentle- 
said that that part of the 
penalty which had to be paid for re- 
ligious division. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman point to one civilised country 
where these divisions exist where the 
control of the Church schools was given 
to the minority. 
Vr Lloud-Cleorae. 


nan Was 
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Pill. Q2R 
Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
There is Ireland. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : In Ireland in 
the Catholic districts the priest managed 
the schools; in the Protestants districts 
the Protestants managed them. Could 
the noble Lord point out in Ireland a 
single Protestant parish where the 
Catholics were in a minority, and where 
the schools were controlled by the 
Catholics, or could he point to the con- 
verse case ? 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The hon. 
Member seems to suggest that I approve 
of this state of things. I have always 
acknowledged the grievance. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said there was 
a great chasm between acknowledging a 
grievance and remedying it. It was in 
the power of the noble Lord, and he 
knew it, to bring pressure on the 
Government to redress this grievance. 
If the extreme section of the Church 
party were willing to assist in redressing 
this grievance, he did not believe the 
First Lord of the Treasury was the man 
to stand in the way. Was the noble Lord, 
since he had acknowledged the griev- 
ance, prepared to get up in the course 
of the debate and say he would assist 
in redressing it? What would he do? 
They were entitled to know. Take the 
case of countries where there was « 
national education 


enonil- 


where the settlement 


was on the denominational !asis, but 
where the children were divided in the 
parish — Holland, Manitoba, Ontario, 
Victoria, Switzerland, some parishes in 
Germany. Wouid he settle this grievance 


on the basis of any of those alternatives! 
Or take Quebec, where they had the 
most effectual denominational education 
in the Empire, but where, at the same 
time, there was a perfect system of 
control, Could the noble Lord point 
to a single ease in the world where this 
question was settled on the 
which it was in this country - 
which did wrong and injustice to pertectly 
law-abiding citizens? Seventy-five per 
cent. of the children were ruled out! 
And the children felt it. The moment 
they crossed the threshold of the school 
they felt their position to he one ol 
subordination and inferiority, and 
school was the last place in which such 
a thing as that should be tolerated. 


‘ 


basis on 


basis 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he could 
got support the Amendment, because the 
ect of it would be to introduce the 
(owper-l'emple Clause, which he regarded 
is the concentrated essence of all evil, 
into the rural schools, thus preventing 
fpiscopalians from obtaining that 
religious teaching which they desired for 
thar children. It was upon that ground 
that he objected tothe Amendment, but 
he did not care to allow this, the first 
ime that this particular matter had 
en discussed, to pass without making 
in urgent appeal to the noble Lord and 
the right hon. Gentleman to devise some 
vheme for remedying the grievance which 
twas admitted the Nonconformists had. 
fa plan could be devised by which this 
sievance might be redressed without 
iflicting a grievance upon other people, 
twould undoubtedly smooth the passage 
‘the Bill! and would have some effect 
in alleviating the bitterness of this dis- 
sion. So far asthe Irish Catholic Mem- 
vrs were concerned, they were prepared 
support any plan which remedied that 
grievance without inflicting any hard- 
ship upon others. 


orp HUGH CECIL said the hon. 
leman had travelled from China to 
ru to discover different methods of 
ettling this question, and had asked him 
toseleect one which he thought would be 
satisfactory. The proper course for the 
nm. Member, however, was to put down 
1 paper In succession these particular 
proposals, and’ then they could judge of 
the merits in each case. The particular 
proposal now before the Committee had 








the disadvantage of not remedying the 


gievance of which he thought the hon. 
Member very reasonably complained. The 
gievance was that there was only one 
vhool, and that that school gave a form 
treligions education which was distaste- 


il to a large part of the population ; but 


uder the Amendment that grievance 


} 
( 


vould still exist as long as they had only 


ue school in a district. Supposing the 


ualiagement altered the religious character 


tthe school, then the grievance would 
¢ merely transferred to another set of 


veople, and would be just as great. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : No, it would 
#a grievance of the minority, instead of 


‘grievance of the majority. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL said the hon. 
Member did not mind the grievance of the 
minority. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : No, I did not 
say that. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The hon. 
Member had never been prepared to 
admit that the grievance of Churchmen in 
resenting a particular form of religious 
teaching was the same as that of Non- 
conformists. The true remedy was partly 
applied in the Bill, which provided for 
the erection of new schools where there 
was a religious grievance. ‘The further 
remedy would be to allow ditlerent 
religious teachers to enter the schools and 
teach their different beliefs. Buc the hon. 
Member never would accept that 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, | would 


support it. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: That Amend- 
ment will come on in due course, and I 
hope then the hon. Member will so into 
the Lobby to support it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes. if it is 
done all round. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he looked 
with terror on the vista opened wp, 11 his 
noble friend and the hon. Gentieman— 


those tworedoubtablechampions icved 
the Committee into a discussion of the 
broadest aspects of the measure. Before 


they knew where they were they would 
be involved in a Second Reading debate. 
He earnestly trusted the Committee would 
refrain from that rather trying pieasure. 
They should as far as possible restrict 
themselves to the important point now 
raised, and come to a decision upon it. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAU RICE( Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) said he believed the in- 
tentions of the Government to dea! with 
this grievance were good, but they were 
far too elaborate, andthat the Amendment 
of his hon. friend the Member for North 
Monmouth touched the heart of the 
grievance better than the more elaborate 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, with all its ingenuity. it had 
been said that the proposal of his hon. 
friend was unworkable, but his hon. 
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friend was not so wedded to his Amend- 
ment but that he was quite prepared, 
if it was carried, to put down other 
Amendments in order to carry out his 
proposal. There would naturally have 
to be some kind of educational census in 
the country, and certain scheduled dis- 
tricts. The proposal would not result in 
the complete remedy of the existing 
grievance, perhaps, but in a considerable 
diminution of it. It would place within 
the reach of the Nonconformists and the 
Evangelical Protestants such a school as 
they desired to have. He did not be- 
lieve in the existence of the Church of 
England parents about whose grievances 
they had heard so much. These griev- 
ances were but the views of a very 
narrow section of the clergymen of the 
Church of England, who were strong 
and were growing stronger every day in 
the localities to which the Amendment 
of his hon. friend applied. Where there 
was a village with only one school, there 
the religious difficulty arose, and edu- 
cation suffered in consequence. He be- 
lieved that if British schools or County 
Council schools were opened in these 
villages, the extra cost would be well 
repaid in its good results. 


*(4.12.) Mr. CHANNING (North- 
amptonshire, E.) said he thought the 
question had been happily raised. It 
was a question upon which a reasonable 
compromise might be arrived at if the 
First Lord of the Treasury and the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich would 
give it their consideration. The First 
Lord of the Treasury had indicated that 
his own solution at the present moment 
would be to allow the local authority 
to provide small extra schools, the 
“thirty pupil” schools—Little Bethel 
schools—to meet the necessities of a 
certain section of the population. He 
could not go farther into that question 
at present than to say that, in the 
interests of education, he protested 
against the duplication of schools in the 
inost emphatic way. Most people knew 
that in the rural districts at the present 
time, schools were often far too small to be 
efficient, and where there were now two 
schools there really ought only to be one. 
Why could not they treat the single 
Church School in the rural parish on a 
somewhat different basis, both from the 
schools provided by the authority 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 


{COMMONS} 
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and from the denominational schools, 
as regarded management? Why could 
they not interpose a distinct type of 
school and make special arrangements for 
these intermediate schools between the 
two types? It was absurd to argue from 
the Catholic schools, which were rarely 
the single school and stood ona wholly 
different footing. The Church of England 
was a national institution, and stood upon 
a totally different basis, both morally and 
religiously. So long as the Chureh 
remained established all had a claim to 
share in the schools. His suggestion 
was that the Government should find 
a middle ground between the regulations 
in the provided schools and the powers 
given to the denominational schools. 
He thought it would be reasonable 
to have the same system as_ had 
been introduced in Lincolnshire, where 
they had special Church teaching on 
special days, and on other days simple 
Bible teaching, without any distinctive 
formularies or doctrines which might 
alienate the sympathies and be offensive 
to Nonconformists. This system worked 
admirably, and produced religious peace 
and yood-fellowship in many of the 
parishes in Lincolnshire. Another method 
was to give religious teaching during 
special hours. The suggestion to 
duplicate the schools and support these 
reactionary and ill-equipped little schools 
as a solution of this difficulty was 
a suicidal policy, educationally and 
religiously. He appealed to the First 
Lord of the Treasury to try to find some 
modus vivendi for these rural parishes, 
where an enormous amount of ill-feeling 
had been caused in the past; and he 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
they could not find a solution of this 
dithiculty by placing these schools in some 
intermediate position betweeen the pro- 
vided schools and the denominational 
schools. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) asked if the Prime Minister 
was prepared to say that, in a largely pre- 
dominant Church village with a High 
Church parson and a Low Church majority 
of inhabitants, it would be possible for 
those Low Churchmen to have a school 
of their own. In his opinion, that 
would be absolutely impossible. Aun 
inquiry must be held by the Board o 
Education, which was a State Depart- 
ment, which recognised a State Church; 
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and therefore any inquiry held by the 
Board of Education would raise the 
whole question of Ritualism, and the 
Board of Education would be called upon 
to decide between one branch of the 
Anglican Church and the other. It 
would be impossible for the Board of 
Education to hold any such inquiry. 
He thought it was most advisable that 
Clauses 9 and 10 should be amended in 
the direction he had indicated, and he 
should cordially support the Amendment. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 
sid he wished to appeal to hon. Mem- 
bers who belonged to the Evangelical 
Church party, and who held strong views, 
judging from their public utterances, 
to support this Amendment. Judging 
irom their speeches, their views were just 
as strong upon this question as those 


who sat on the opposite side. At a 
meeting held in connection with the 


Church Association at Exeter Hall the 
chairman (Mr. James Inskip) said 


“The work of the Association was never more 
needed than today. They were engaged in a 
great battle against sacerdotalism and sacra- 
mentarianism. The Education Bill was intro- 
luced to satisfy the High Church party, and 
was calculated to work great mischief. They 
were not met to revile their neighbours, but to 
set up their own banner. They were angry, 
but they did well to be angry with a righteous 
anger.” 

At the same meeting the following reso- 
lution was carried, with one dissentient — 


“That the prevalence of Romish heresy 
anong a large section of the clergy of the 
Established Church makes them unfit and un- 
trustworthy guardians of religious education in 
the schools of the nation, and that no scheme of 
religious education which leaves to the clergy 
the determination of what shall be taught in 
public schools can be satisfactory or deserving 
of support at the present juncture. The com- 
bination of the priests of the Roman and Angli- 
can Churches to monopolise the education of the 
young, and to capture the board schools, is a 
danger to the purity of the faith and to the 
freedom of the English people, and ought to be 
resisted in the interests of both civil and 
religious liberty.” 


In moving this resolution, the Rev. 
W. R. Mowll said— 


“ The clergy had, asa body, shown themselves | 


lacking in backbone, knowledge of the times, 
and power to act. If only the Evangelical 
party would stand firm and shoulder to shoulder, 
the whole question would soon be dealt with. 
lt was their bounden duty to resist the Bill, 
and offer it the most strenuous opposition. 
They should say to the Government, If you 
intend this Bill to pass, let the Bible, pure and 
simple, be taught without creed or catechism.” 


{22 Juty 1902} 


| thorough 











Bill. 


He appealed to members of the 
Evangelical party opposite to get a little 
backbone into themselves and vote for 
an Amendment which was on all fours 
with what they desired equally with the 
supporters of this Amendment. This 
proposal seemed to him to be a most 
reasonable settlement. He should cer- 
tainly look to the division list with con- 
siderable interest upon this Amendment, 
and he looked to some of the members 
of the Evangelical party with confidence 
for support. If they would only vote as 
a body along with the Liberal Unionist 
Nonconformists in support of this 
Amendment, it would have as great an 
effect as winning the Leeds election next 
week. 


954 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) thought this Amendment was 
a sort of compromise by which the 
Government could do something to 
mitigate the opposition which their 
proposals had caused. The unfairness 
in the case of a single school belonging 
to a denomination where there was 
no alternative school, was the worst 
of the evils which this controversy 
raised. This point was emphasised in 
a speech delivered by the Colonial Secre- 
tary some years ago, in which he pointed 
out thisevil in thevoluntarysystem. There 
was a Village in Cambridgeshire called 
Toft which had only one denominational 
school, which was managed by a deno- 
minational committee. Half the people 
in that village were Nonconformists. 
Two years ago a new clergyman came 
to that village, and he found in the 
school a woman teacher who had been 
there for fifteen years. [le quarrelled 
with her—it was not quite clear 
on what particular point, but it 
was supposed to be over a new 
catechism. The matter was brought 
before the managers, and they dis- 
missed the teacher. She had given 
satisfaction to the greater 
part of the village, and so much were 
the people pleased with her teaching 
that they asked her to remain and 
earry on another school. She consented 
to do so, although they could not 
provide a salary for her. There were 
now two schools running in that 
village. The point which he wanted 
to insist upon was that if the managing 
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body had been representative of the 
whoie village, even it they had dismissed 
that teacher, the people would have 
said, * Well, after all, it is our repre- 
sentatives who have done it,” and there 
would never have been that split in 
the village which was now spoiling 
the triendly feeling between the two 
sections there. That was the con- 
sequence of leaving the management 
of what ought to be a matter of 
universal interest in the hands of one 
From another point of view, 
it was important that at any 
rate some of the schools should be 
managed by the representatives of the 
They were setting up the 
County Council as the controlling 
authority. and they were hoping to 
get on interest in education through 
the County Council. ‘The only way in 
whieh they would excite in the people 
& permanent interest in education was 
by giving them the feeling that they 


section. 
most 


peop! . 


could control the schools intimately 
themselves. That alone would give 


them an understanding of those higher 


ideas of policy which were required on 
the County Council. He, therefore, 
sincerely hoped that where a com- 


promise could be made by the Govern- 
ment they would attempt to do it in 


this particular respect. 

(4.52.) Mr. T. P. GCONNOR (Liver- 
pool, scotland) said this was not a 
matter on which Irishmen could be ex- 


pected to give a silent vote. He remem- 
bered tuat in his boyhood in Ireland 
there Was nothing that so much excited 
animosity, and the feeling of sub- 
ordination and inferiority of which the 
hon. Member for the Carnarvon Burghs 
spoke, as the fact that there was a large 
number of schools in Ireland, richly 
endowed and greatly patronised by the 
authorities, the purpose of which was 
to proselytise the children of Catholic 
parents, and entice them away into the 
religion of Englishmen and Protestants. 
When hon. Members brought before the 
Committee cases in which was the sus- 
picion, and in some cases, he was afraid, 
the well-grounded suspicion, that the re- 
sources of the State were being giventoa 
particular sect or school for the purpose 
of seducing children into the religion of 
that school, the sympathies of every 
Mi a Trev lyan. 


{COMMONS} 
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Irishman must naturally be evoked on 
behalf of the Nonconformists. The hon, 
Member for the Carnarvon Boroughs 
had madea statement founded on his 
own experience. Was there any hon. 
Gentleman opposite who would regard it 
as a just and tolerable state of things 
that there should be eighty children oj 
Nonconformist parents out of 110 in g 
school, and that the entire management 
of the school should be in the hands of 
the sect which was in a minority ? That 
was a state of things which no Irishman 
could be expected to support. From the 
moment the Bill was brought in, the 
Irish Members gave fair warning to 
the Government that they would support 
the Noncontformists in the endeavour to 
get this grievance remedied, so far as 
principle would admit. The grievance 
was admitted by hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite. It was admitted by the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich, whom 
he took as representing the high-water 
mark of Church feeling on the subject. 
The noble Lord’s answer was that ther 
had no remedy for it. That was a psi- 
tion of impotence which no Governmen: 
ought to take up when dealing with s 

supreme and vital a question as nation: 

education. He put it to hon. Gentiemen 
opposite whether, when they were begin- 
ning a new chapter in edueation, and in 
the Christianity of the country, they 
could have a worse thing than the fierce 
religious warfare illustrated by the cas 
to which the hon. Member for the Ellon 
Division referred. It was not for him to 
say whether the threats of violent 
action which some of the friends and 
supporters of the Nonconformists in 
the country had uttered would be 
realised, but what was evident to every 
man in this House was that, unless some 
compromise was made on this question, 
there would be a great deal of religious 
feeling and animosity aroused, and he 
would have no respect for the Noncon- 
formists if they did not revolt against 
the oppression which was proposed. This 
question affected 8,000 parishes. ‘The 
Prime Minister had said that the effect 
of the Amendment would be to un- 
denominationalise all the Church school: 
in these parishes. His own interpreta- 
tion of the Amendment was that the 
effect of it would practically be to exclude 
from all those denominational schools 
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jenominationalteaching, and to substitute 
therefor what was roughly called the com- 
promise under the Cowper-Templ!e Clause. 
That maranatha to the 
(atholic Chureh. The Bishop of Raphoe 
was «a tolerant and_ high-minded 
eclesiastie of the Catholic Church, who 
yould beas much inelined to sympathise 
with Noneonformists as any of them, 
jut he had heard him say that he would 
soner have an extreme form ot 
Protestantism taught in a school than 
the form of religion which came under 
the Cowper-Temple Clause. It 
unfair to ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to accept the Amendment. It was for 
the State physician to prescribe what 
should be done, and not a simple member 
fthe Opposition ; but this he did say 

that the Nonconformists of this country 
entitled to demand that a clear 
nd broad distinction should be made 
between localities where the parents had 
choice of schools, and localities where 
no choice. That was a pro- 
psition Which would get the universal 
sent of the House. A parent who 
had only one school to which he could 
znd his child was in an entirely different 


vas anathema 


was 


wert 


they had 


psition from the parent who had a 
choice of schools. He would not deal 
with the objection which might be urged 
that certain number of Noncon- 
jormist parents had the right to call 
for and get the establishment of a 
xhool representing their views. ‘The 


multiplication of small schools would, 
le thought, be a great disadvantage. 
He hal put before the Committee the 
general principle. It was not for him to 
siggest to those in charge of the bill in 
what particular way that principle could 
be carried out. He was clear in his own 
mind that the Noneonformists had a 
egitimate grievance, that that grievance 
hai met with an impotent answer, and 
that that grievance reached its maximum 

parents had 
nothing but a Church of England school 


the Nonconformist 


when 
to send their children to. 


Mi. MCKENNA said that, although 
the construction of the Amendment, if 
itstood alone, might be perfectly right, 
its purpose was to distinguish between 
‘chools where the parents had no option 
and other aided schools. 
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Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that 
the meaning of the Amendment was that 
a difference should be made _ between 
those schools to which all children— 
Anglicans, Roman Catholics, and Non- 
conformists—must go, and other schools. 
He ventured to appeal to the Government, 
as one who had done all he could to 
arrive at something like a reasonable 
compromise on this most difficult question, 
to try and find some means by which 
those should be differentiated 
from other schools. It was not necessary 
that the managers of those schools should 
be preponderatingly chosen by the local 
authority, or that denominational teach- 
ing should be excluded from the curricu- 
lum. It was becoming increasingly apparent 
that the attempt to deal with public 
schools and denominational schools was not 
sutticient, for there was the case of the 
Roman Catholic schools, which, he agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen, should be treated on 
a different basis. Very often the majority 
of the children in the single schools were 
Nonconformists, and if in all the denomi- 
national schools a majority of the managers 
was to be of the opposite denomination 
from that of the children, the passing of 
this Bill would oniy be the beginning of 
very serious trouble. He agreed on the 
whole with the hon. Member for Camber- 
well, not only that this Bill was not 
meant as a clerical control Bill, but that 
it would not so work out. The days of 
one-man management had passed away, 
or were drawing to an end; and, at any 
rate, the power of the ratepayers would 
increase, and the power of the denomina- 
tional managers would decrease. Seeing 
that many of the local authorities sym- 
pathised with the Opposition and not 
with the Government, he asked whether 
there was not a serious danger of reprisals 
being made. These authorities would 
have the control of all secular education. 
They would have the power of building 
new schools, which he hoped they would 
not have to do; but with these powers in 
their hands, he was certain that reprisals 
would be possible, and it was because he 
did not wish to see this war carried on 
under the Bill that he earnestly asked 
the Government to consider the grievance. 


schools 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he wanted to ask, if the management of 
these 8,000 schools was placed in the hands 
of denominational managers, by what 


. 
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means did the right hon. Gentleman _pro- 
pose to compel those managers to upset, 
tolerate, and employ Nonconformist 
teachers and Nonconformist masters and 
mistresses ? If once complete denomina- 
tional management and control was estab- 
lished, by what means could this very real 
grievance be removed? Two or three 
months ago a person writing a reply to a 
letter in regard to this question, in behalf 
of the school management, frankly said : 
“Tam sorry to say that my managersregret 
being unable to appoint you, because of 
your being a Nonconformist.” Now, this 
teacher was admitted to possess 
highest qualifications for the teaching 
profession. There were thousands of 
parish schools where, if denominational 
management was once established, as it 
would by the first part of Clause 7, the 
same thing would happen. ‘There was 
one other grievance he wished to refer to, 
although he would not have done so but 
for the words used by the Prime Minister 
when he administered a severe rebuke to 
Members on this side of the House for 
introducing religious differences. | He 
charged hon. Members with un-Christian 
feeling by those constant references to 
religious differences. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When did I do 
that ! 


Mr. BROADHURST 
tion to the hon. Member for Carnarvon. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. BROADHURST said the words 
which the right hon. Gentleman used 
that Christians do not attack 
other, words to that effect. 


were 


each or 


The case he wished to refer to was that | 


of a parish school with no alternative 
Noneonformist school within ten miles. 
In that parish school the person charged 
with the delivery of a Bible lesson, and 
imparting religious instruction to the 
scholars, ordered the children of Non- 


conformist families to stand on one side, | 
and the reason given was that these | 
children were the children of the devil, | 


as they belonged to Nonconformist 
families. {Cries of “Oh, oh!”| Those 
words were used. 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 


{COMMONS} 


the | 


: In an interrup- | 
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| Mr. BROADHURST: They would 
|'not have been used to the children 


| had it not been known that the parents 
|of those children were dependent for 
|employment on persons who _ were 
strongly and wholly of the Church per- 
/suasion. It was nonsense to say that a 
man could maintain an _ independent 
| position when he had eight or nine little 
children to provide for. 
| 
| Sm JOHN GORST: Where were 
| those words used ! 
| 

Mr. BROADHURST said that if the 
right hon. Gentleman would give him 
his word of honour that he received the 
information in confidence, there would 
be no difficulty in saying where and 


|when. If inquiry were to be made it 
would give away the whole case, 


{Laughter from the Ministerial Benches.| 
He did not see where the laughter came 
in. If hon. Members opposite were 
earning only 16s. a week, with eight 
children to provide for, they would not 
|laugh at the chance not only of losing 
their employment, but in all probability 
of being driven forth out of the parish 
without a cottage to cover their head. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Vice 
President of the Council knew of these 
cases as well as hedid. They were not iso- 
lated cases, and such things would not be 
practised with parents who were indepen- 
dent. In nearly all cases the offences were 
committed against poor labouring people 
‘who had not the means of protecting 
‘themselves against these insults. And 
that was why the Nonconformists 
objected to the control of these schools 
| by the Church party. The Noncon- 
formists had no objection to Church 
doctrines being taught in the schools. 
If they shared in the control of the 
/management, they would not object to 


He 


|Church doctrines being taught. 
supported the Amendment and_ he 


| hoped it would be accepted. 


Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) 
said he would not have troubled the 
Committee but for the challenge thrown 
out to any evangelical churchman to get 
up and speak in favour of this Amend- 
The debate had only confirmed 


|; ment. 


CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge | the opinion he had long held, that Non- 


University) : Where ? 
Mr. Broadhurst, 


conformists had a most distinct grievance 
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inthis matter. That grievance had been 
mitted on all sides and if he, or any 
f them, could do anything to allay 
religious grievances, to soften religious 
ssperities, and to knit together in peace 
and amity the members of the different 
Christian Churches, surely it was their 
duty to do so. He spoke as an eyan- 
velical churchman, who had had the 
privilege for many long years to work 
in harmony with members of other 
branches of Christ’s Chureh militant 
here on earth. He saw a most bitter 
ieling coming up, and he was 
thoroughly afraid that one of the results 


f this Bill, if it passed in its present 
state, would be to accentuate their 
jifferences, and, to a considerable 


axtent, to spoil that harmony which he 
had hoped was increasing. He made a 
most earnest appeal to the First Lord of 
the Treasury, to see if he could not do 
gmething to meet this acknowledged 
grievance. If he did not give them some 
compromise it would do a great deal to 
quicken and make more easy the passage 
of the Bill through the House. It would 
dono harm, he believed, to the Church ; 
it would do a great deal of good to the 
cause of true religion. He felt so 
strongly that, if the First Lord did not 
ve his way to hold out a hope of doing 
smething to lessen this serious griev- 
ance, he should have to do what he had 
not yet done on this Bill—-vote against 
the Government. 
Mr. SYDNEY 


BUXTON  (Yower 


Hamlets, Poplar) desired to acknowledge 


the broad-minded spirit of the speech of 
the hon. Member opposite, and to second 
the appeal he had made to the First 
lord of the Treasury to see if the right 
hon. Gentleman could not, either now 
rat some later period, produce some 
vheme or make some proposal which 
would eliminate the bitterness of a 
grievance admitted on both sides of the 
House. Unless something was done, in 
‘his new departure upon education, to do 
way with this friction, the national 
ystem of education would not be im- 
proved but quite the contrary. It was 
quite obvious after what had been said 
mall sides of the House that there was 





inadmitted grievance. and if the present 
‘overnment refused to deal with it, it 


vould be the duty of those whe 
sueceeded them to do so. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said it was, he felt, impossible for him 
to add to the force of the speech of 
the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division, but he desired to identify 
himself in the fullest possible way with 
the spirit of that speech, and he trusted 
the Prime Minister would not turn a 
deat ear to the appeal made to him trom 
all parts of the House. Speaking for 
the Irish Party, who in the main had 
supported the Government in this Bill, 
he did think their views ought to have 
some influence .with the right hon. 
Gentleman. ,They felt most strongly that 
here was a serious grievance whic h had 
not been denied from any part of the 
House, and for his part it seemed to 
him that it would be perfectly easy for 
the right hon. Gentleman, without 
in the smallest degree imperilling those 
interests which he had at heart, to propose 
some compromise which would go a long 
way towards mitigating a legitimate 
grievance of a large portion of the people 
of this country. He earnestly appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman to set his mind 
tothe task of devising acompromise which 
would do something towards remedying 
this grievance. 


*(5.10.) Sin MICHAEL FOSTER (Lon- 
don University) rose with some dittidence 
to make a suggestion with reference to the 
Amendment now before the Committee, 
because he approached this subject from 
a different point of view to that of many 
Members on both sides of the House. 
He was one of those who had long been 
convineed that the only, not only logical 
hut sound and satisfactory, way of deal- 
ing with their difficulties was to separate 
secular education entirely from religious 
education—that the public ought to pay 
and control the secular education 
and that the religious tion 

be paid for and controlled by 
private sources. In the interest of the 
schools and also of religion, he would 
make the school the teacher of tolerance 
of all kinds of faith and not a source of 
bitterness and strife. He was told 
that the view which he urging 
was not practicable. The Prime Minis- 
ter, on Saturday, said the country 
would not stand it. He accepted the 
situation, and he accepted it all the more 
willingly on account of the favour with 
which he observed the Cowper-Temple 
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Clause was received on both sides of the 
House. He believed the Cowper-Temple 
Clause had been called an illogical com- 
promise. He ventured to think it had 
only been as successful as it had been, 
because it had also been as _ illogically 
carried out. Though he was convinced 
that every bit of knowledge well and 
truly taught went to form character, yet 
he recognised that at the present time 
the best way of effectively and speedily 
forming character was to make use of 
religion, and by religion he meant some- 
thing based on a definite belief. Unless 
both secular and religious teaching were 
made use of, public education would 
always be halting. The Prime Minister 
had said that the country would not stand 
such a system of education as he was 
in favour of. Well, the suggestion he had 
now to make to him was this—was he 
willing to make an experiment by which 
in the small areas under discussion, 





which could not be dealt with in! / 
| Amendment which would carry out the 


other ways, there should be intro- 
duced schools which should be con- 
trolled by the people, but in which 
schools, in the absence of any other 
suitable school, each denomination might 
give the teaching of its own ? 


shire,, LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 

Mr W.) said he agreed with the prin- 
ciple laid down by the hon. Member 
who had just sat down. He had always 
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a serious one. Previous to the passing of 
the Act of 1870 these schools were built 
by the joint effort of Churchmen and 
Nonconformists. These schools had in 
some surreptitious manner got into the 
hands of one religious body, who taught 
doctrines in the schools which Noncon- 
formists believed to be theologically 
wrong and politically unsound, and it 
was proposed by this Bill to perpetuate 
these grievances. The cleverest of the 
Nonconformist boys and girls were shut 
out altogther from the teaching profes. 
sion unless they became members of the 
Church. They had either to abandon 
their profession or sacrifice their religious 
principles. That was a real and crying 
grievance which he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would endeavour to remove. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) hoped it was 
not imagined that his hon. triend was 
not prepared to accept changes in the 


object which he really desired. What- 
ever his private opinion of the Cowper- 
Temple Clause might be, he would not 
be a party to doing anything indirectly 
which the House would not wish to 
do directly. They were not seeking 
to turn all these schools under the 
Cowper-Temple Clause. He had great 
sympathy with the views expressed 
by the hon. Member for London 


thought that Nonconformists made a | University, whose view he took to 


great mistake when they abandoned the 
system of secular instruction only. He 





be to have united secular education 
and separate religious instruction. Their 


did not believe the day school was the | gtievance was that there was only one 
proper place to teach religion, or the| school in a district in which doctrines 
master of that school the proper person | were taught, to which evangelical 
to teach it. He hoped that the right | Churchmen objected as strongly as Non- 


hon. Gentleman would agree to accept 
this Amendment, or make some sub- 
stantial concession in this direction. If 
all churchmen spoke as the hon. Member 
for Norwood spoke, and approached the 
question in that way, he did not believe 
that there would be any difficulty in the 
management of their public elementary 
schools in any part of the country. 
Unless something were done to meet the 
Nonconformists in a fair and reasonable 
spirit, he believed they would have a 
controversy such as had not been ex- 
perienced for a long time past. He 
pointed out that this Amendment dealt 
with rural districts, and that it was 
there that the grievance was a real and 


Sir Michael Foster. 





conformists. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the Government had no right to com- 
plain of the style and tenor of the 
speeches, but they did complain of the 
substance of the criticisms of some ot 
the details put forward in the Bill 
He admitted that there was a grievance. 
He had never denied it since he first 
spoke on education in that House, which 
was Dow many years ago, more years than 
he cared to remember. He admitted 
that with regard to schools in some 
districts, there was reason to fear tha! 
there was a real grievance to the Now 
conformists. They were told by the 
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hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
of Liverpool, that the Government, having 
admitted the grievance and not remedied 
it, it was a scandalous admission of 
legislative impotence. Well, they all 
knew that there were many ills which 
should be remedied. 

“How small, of all that human hearts endure, 
That part which laws or kings can cause or 

cure. 

The charge that the Government had 
shown want of goodwill in this matter 
was, he thought, unreasonable. There 
were other grievances which he did not 
find hon. Gentlemen on the other side so 
very anxious to reruedy, and in regard 
to which no reproach was brought 
against the occupants of the Treasury 
Bench. As he understood the matter, 
the particular weight of the charge was 
that there was only denominational 
teaching provided in a great many 
schools where a large number of children 
in attendance did not belong to the 
particular denomination. What remedy 
was proposed by the Amendment before 
the Committee? That Amendment 
apparently met the favour of his hon. 
friend behind him. He had heard his 
speech with sympathy, but his conclusion 
with astonishment. What his hon. 
friend was going to vote for was an 
Amendment which absolutely destroyed 
the denominational character of 8,000 
denominational schools. The Amend- 
ment, though hardly anybody would 
have guessed it from the speeches which 
had been delivered, was that the 
management of these schools should be 
precisely the same as the management 
in schools provided by the education 
authority. What was that system ! 
The management was one which had no 
denominational character at all. 


Mr. MCKENNA said the system of 
appointing managers would become the 
same, but there was nothing in the 
Amendment which would apply the 
Cowper-Temple Clause to these schools. 
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exclude managers who would have the 
power of managing under the trust, and 
substitute persons appointed by the 
County Council. Toadopt that as a 
remedy for this grievance which the 
Committee had had unfolded to them 
seemed to him the most extraordinary 
and extravagant course which the 
Committee could adopt. Gentlemen who 
did not like the Amendment were, it was 
said, going to vote for it as a protest. 
He hoped that would not be the case. 
The result would be, if they had their way, 
that an Amendment which they did not 
approve would be introduced into the Bill, 
and the Bill would be absolutely destroyed. 
He was one of those who had always 
thought that this difficulty might be 
met by permitting outside denomina- 
tional teaching of all kinds in the 
school, if a sutticient number of parents 
desired it. That was the principle of 
the Clause which the Government 
introduced into the Act of 1897, for 
which they were soundly rated by the 
Nonconformists, and against which there 
was a Nonconformist agitation. He had 
seen some of the pamphlets against that 
Clause. If anything in any degree on 
those lines would settle this question, 
or go any important way towards 
settling it, well and good. He did not 
see why there should be any difference 
between the two sides of the House on 
that subject. [{‘‘ With public control or 
without ?’’"] But that interruption 
showed that it was not the teaching 
which was wanted, but an alteration 
of the management of the schools. 
The hon. Gentleman who had just 
spoken would be content with the 
solution which he offered; but the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment was not content that the children 
of Nonconformist parents should have 
teaching in accordance with the religious 
opinions of those parents. If that would 
satisfy him, he thought he could pro- 
mise him satisfaction. He hoped his 


‘hon. friend behind him noticed from 


'the ominous silence which now reigned 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the. 
hon. Member was correct in saying the 
Amendment did not carry with it the 
Cowper-Temple Clause, but it would 
carry with it the absolute undenomina- 
tionalisation. of the whole school 
management. It would absolutely | 


on the Benches opposite that that was 
not the solution which they desired, or 
with which they would be content. 
It did not satisfy them that when 
there were a sufficient number. ot 
children, those children should be 
taught the religion which their parents 
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desired them to be taught. What they 
wanted was to get hold of the schools 
which now belonged to the denomina- 
tion, and hand them over to managers 
who were quite fitted and ought to 
deal with schools provided by the local 
authority, but who surely ought not 
to be given the absolute control, so far 
as managers had control, of schools 
provided by special denominations. The 
issue before the Committee was—Would 
they, or would they not, undenomina- 
tionalise these schools? It was not, as 
his hon. friend appeared to think— 
Would they, or would they not, force 
down the throats of reluctant children, 
or the children of reluctant parents, 
denominational teaching of which they 
disapproved? That was covered by the 
conscience Clause. Nor was it a question 
whether they would provide those 
children with the teaching of which 
their parents approved, because that 
could be managed. He thought the 
Committee would be most ill-advised 
if, under the cover of this Amendment, 
brought forward nominally in the 
interests of religous toleration, they 
were to deal with these 8,000 schools 
in a manner which he was sure was not 
in conformity with the general wishes 
of the community. 


(5.36.) Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANN ER- 
MAN said the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman would have been more 
satisfactory if it had been less vague, 
and it would have been less satisfactory 
if it had not been so sympathetic, and 
he did not know which of these views 
to take. The right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken of promising satisfaction 
to the desire that the children of Non- 
conformists should not be taught 
doctrines with which their parents did 


not agree and should receive the 
religious education of which their 
parents would approve. But why had 
he not given that satisfaction? The 


whole of the question depended upon the 
provisions by which that point would 
be met. The silence on which the right 
hon. Gentleman commented was due to 
the fact that hon. Members on that side 
had never heard of any such intention on 
the part of the Government, and were at 
a loss to know what the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to do, They 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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were anxious to know exactly what 
would be put before them before ex. 
pressing their approval. The right hon, 
Gentleman did not observe that the 
claim made went beyond the question 
of religious teaching, and did not, on 
the other hand, go quite so far as 
he had tried to frighten the Com. 
mittee into believing. The claim was 
not that these schools should be placed 
wholly under public control; it was 
that the public voice should be heard in 
the control of these schools. There was 
no claim that the schools should be ab. 
solutely denominationalised ; the claim 
was that the management should be 
denominationalised, should be made less 
of a monopoly of one sect, and that 
public interest in the locality should be 
tully represented in the management. 
He thought his hon. friend the Member 
for North Monmouth was much to be 
congratulated on having pointed to this 
particular case and having shown the 
way in which it could be dealt with. 
The right hon. Gentleman had_ recog- 


nised the grievance, but said that it 
could not be cured by human laws, 
The grievance had, however, been 


created by human laws, and he was 
afraid it could only be remedied by 
further laws. He trusted, however, that 
what they had gained from the right 


hon. Gentleman might not be little. 
He had stated that he understood the 


grievance, and had publicly expressed 
his desire to remove the cause of the 
grievance. He had promised satisfaction 
in regard to that part of the question 
which affected religious teaching. Let 
him go alittle further. Let him recog- 
nise that to leave these schools—the 
only schools to which these children 
could go—under the hard and fast 
system of the Bill, would be a gross 
injustice, and that some way ought to 
be discovered of meeting a grievance, 
the existence of which he had candidly 
and spontaneously acknowledged. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 


W.R., Morley) said that while the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, in so far as 


it was sympathetic, was very satisfactory, 
it was not really comforting to know that 
the grievance had been recognised for so 
long without any practical effort having 
been made to remove it. The right hon. 
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Gentleman had admitted that the 
Amendment would not inflict the 


Cowper-Temple Clause upon denomina- 
tional schools, and suggested that the 
Qpposition should be satisfied with the 
opportunity for all denominations to 
each the children of their members their 
jarticular doctrines. But the First Lord 
thought the arrangement should there 
cme to an end, and described the sug- 
gestion that he should go one step further 
ad accept the principle of public 
management as absurd and extravagant. 
That view could not be accepted. What 
lid the right hon. Gentleman mean when 
“ undenominationalising ” 

The only object of 
uring denominational management in 
these schools was to secure exclusively 
denominational teaching, but if the right 


he spoke ot 


these schools ? 





jon. Gentleman once agreed to abolish | 


that exclusively denominational teaching, 
on what ground could he seek to have 
exclusive control or management? Public 
mtrol could do no harm to the rights of 
the denominational system in the schools. 
The right hon. Gentleman had taunted 
then with being silent in regard t 
this matter. One of the most impor- 
taut grievances was that in the schools 
which these children were compelled 

attend, the doors were practically 
dosed to them with regard to the 
teaching profession. What they sought 
toiintroduce into this Clause was that 
the management should be public and 





that the door should no longer be 
dosed to those children. That was 
why the control should be — publie. 


The management should be public so 
that they might have for all children 
and teachers an equal chance for all 
denominations. He did not see why the 
tight hon. Gentleman should taunt them 
with silence in this matter, when they 
Were insisting upon public control and 
equal opportunities for all. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) thought it would be 
4 great pity if this House and the 


‘country was left in ignorance of 
what the views of the Government 


were upon the matter to which the right 
ton. Gentleman had alluded. The hon. 
Member who had just spoken had dealt 
vith denominational teaching and manage- 
went, but he thought those questions 
wight be dealt with separately. The 
ight hon. Gentleman was of opinion that 
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there was another method of dealing 
with the grievance in regard to denomina- 
tional teachers, and he said that he saw 
his way to give them satisfaction upon 
that point. But why should they not 
now know what the views of the Govern- 
ment were upon that question? He 
thought it would be a great pity if this 
afternoon they did not have some definite 
idea of what the right hon. Gentleman 
meant when he said that he recognised 
the grievance in a country village that 
children could only receive one form of 
denominational teaching, and that they 
could not receive that form of religious 
teaching which the parents—who might 
form a majority of the parish—might 
desire. That was the feeling which was 
very extensive throughout the country, 
and it was one of the great sources of 
hitterness in this controversy. He was 
aware that they would have frequent 
opportunities of dealing with this question 
of denominational management, but, in 
his opinion, it would be an immense 
advantage in dealing with this measure if 
they knew what the right hon. Gentleman 
had in his mind as the solution, which he 
regarded as satisfactory, in reference to 
denominational teaching, and which might 
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meet the views of hon. Members who 
were not members of the Church of 
England. It had been rightly pointed 


out that this was a grievance which was 
felt, not merely by Nonconformists but 
also by members of the Evangelical 
Chureh. It was a grievance of a very real 
character, and it was the source of ail the 
friction in this matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had in his mind some method 
of removing that grievance, it would be 
a very great relief to people, not only in 
this House but also in the country, if the 
Government would state their views upon 
it. They might, at any rate, partially 
redress the injustice if they were not 
prepared to remove the whole of it. He 
telt sure that the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury would not be unwilling to listen to 
theappeal that he should let the Committee 
know how far he would go in this direc- 
tion. Having admitted the existence of 
this grievance in frank and sympathetic 
tones, and having told the Committee 
that, as regarded a portion of that 
grievance he was prepared to deal with 
it, the right hon. Gentleman should 
now go further, and at this very critical 
period of the Bill at which much might 
be determined as to the spirit in 
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which it would be dealt with, tell the 
Committee at least how far this portion 
of the grievance could be redressed, and 
what was really in his mind. By doing 
this the right hon. Gentleman might, 
at all events, throw oil upon the troubled 
waters which might perhaps have some 
effect in allaying the storm, and if it 
did not remedy the whole grievance it 
might remove a portion of it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he sup- 
posed he must answer the appeal of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire, although he con- 
fessed that his previous replies had not 
tended to shorten the debates. This 
debate had already gone very wide upon 
a comparatively narrow point. Now 
what was the grievance which he had 
admitted ? It was that there was no 
teaching available in those single school 
districts of a kind that the majority of 
the parents of the children attending the 
school in those districts desired. That 
was the grievance. That grievance 
could be met by permitting such teach- 
ing in the schools, whether they be volun- 
tary schools or Board schools. What 
was sauce for the goose was sauce for 
the gander, and the principle applicable 
to the one was also applicable to the other. 
If they permitted denominational teach- 
ing under these circumstances to be 
given in a solitary Board school, in pre- 
cisely the same way they could provide 
for undenominational or Cowper-Temple 
teaching in those single school districts 
where those schools belonged to a parti- 
cular denomination. Those were the 
general lines upon which a remedy of 
this grievance should proceed. If that 
was the grievance which the Committee 
generally felt, he could not doubt that 
they would be able to find some general 
solution. He begged the House now to 
come to a decision. 


*(5.55.) Sim JOHN BRUNNER 
(Cheshire, Northwich) said he considered 
himself something of an authority with 
regard to the question now before the 
Committee. He said this because he did 
not think any other hon. Member had 
taken the pains he had done to ascertain 
the feelings of hon. Members on both sides 
of the House with regard to this difficulty. 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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He invited the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury to think as kindly as he could of 
them, because the more considerate he 
was in regard to the grievances of 
Nonconformists the more assuredly 
would he satisfy his own followers, 
for he knew that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were almost one and all 
desirous of satisfying the feelings of those 
who sat on the Opposition side of the 
House. This proposal entirely failed to 
meet the grievance which was keenly 
felt. Something had been said about 
the pupil teachers, but that was not 
enough to meet the case, and it was not 
sufficient to say that Nonconformists 
would be able to become teachers in 
those schools. Granted that religious 
teaching in accordance with the wishes 
of the parents was given, they did not 
think it was right that the one denomi- 
nation should be able to appoint all the 
teachers, and by their votes exclude 
other denominations. If this matter 
were left to the free vote of the parishes 
in the country, hedid not believe any set 
of people would decide to exclude the 
teachers of various denominations. 
Wherever the experiment was tried, 
kindly feeling and consideration were 
assured, and wherever there was free- 
dom in this matter there was peace. 
Therefore he asked for freedom for the 
people in each locality to choose the 
teachers, and not leave it to one religious 
sect. He was satisfied that the right 
hon. Gentleman’s followers wished to 
meet them, and he asked that hon. 
Members should be left free to vote as 
they liked. 
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*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lan. 
easter) said he approached this ques 
tion with a sincere desire to secure the 
best possible results. Their object on 
both sides was to develop good citizens, 
and it was generally held that moral 
principles must be inculcated in order 
that this should be successfully done. 
Therefore, he had great sympathy with 
Gentlemen who supported the denom- 
national system. In a_ village with 
which he was acquainted there was 
only one school, and it was connected 
with the Church of England. The 
Rector, desiring to meet the wishes 
of his Nonconformist parishioners, 
undertook to provide non-sectarian 
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education in the elementary school. 
However, under the pressure of public 
opinion among Churchmen in the neigh- 
bourhood, he had to recede from that 
psition. Eventually, the school com- 
mittee decided that religion of an un- 
sectarian character should be given 
during the first half hour on Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, and 
that on Friday, after the school had 
been formally dismissed, those children 
whose parents desired it should remain 
ior the teaching of the Church Catechism. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That has nothing 
to do with the present Amendment. 


*Mr. HELME said he would try to 
keep to the point before the Committee. 
But he argued that there should be 
provided in school districts such manage- 
ment as would be secured by the 
Amendment. He would read as briefly 
a3 possible the resolutions passed by the 
Methodist Conference, which was a non- 
political church, to which he invited their 
attention. One of the resolutions ex- 
pressed deep regret that steps had not 
been taken by past Governments to 
carry out their policy declared some 
years ago in regard to education (there 
was no allusion to the present Bill in 
that resolution), namely, that its primary 
object was the establishment of School 
Boards everywhere. 


* THe CHAIRMAN: I must invite the 
hon. Member to be more relevant to the 
Amendment. 


*\Ir. HELME said he would endeavour 
toobey the ruling. The resolution con- 
cluded with the words— 


“ And the placing of a Christian unsectarian 
school within reassnable distance of every 
family.” 


This was of special importance in rural 
districts, where Nonconformists had no 
alternative to the compulsory attendance 
of their children at Anglican schools. He 
therefore asked the Committee to con- 





sider the expressed views of so large a 
church, which were shared by all the 
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other Nonconformist churches, and which 
together formed a majority of the people 
ofthiscountry. Further, he urged that, 
as the Government proposed to re-open 
the compact of 1870—by which it was 
agreed that all rate-aided schools should 
be unsectarian — consideration should 
be given to their views in the new 
settlement, so he hoped the First Lord 
of the Treasury would consider the 
appeal which had been made to him 
by the hon. Member for Norwood, 
and that he would find out some prac- 
tical way of meeting the views of Non- 
conformists in regard to the provision of 
unsectarian teaching. 


Mr. DILLON said that he was deeply 
disappointed by the attitude taken up 
by the First Lord of the Treasury on 
this question. It was a question on 
which he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would at least be willing to make 
an effort to meet the admitted grievance 
of the Nonconformists. He saw no 
promiseof any proposal to meet that griev- 
ance In a generous spirit. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said I would 
meet it. 


Mr. DILLON said he listened sym- 
pathetically to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and he did not think 
it contained any promise that an en- 
deavour would be made to meet the 
grievance. That, at least, was the in- 
terpretation he placed on the speech. 
Unless this grievance were met, the cause 
of denominational education in this 
country would be put in the most serious 
jeopardy. A reaction would set in with 
such force that the denominational schools 
would be in danger of being swept away 
altogether. The denominationalists were 
parting with more of their power over 
the schools generally than they realised ; 
and if the measure did not pass as a 
concordat in a spirit of conciliation and 
peace, if this grievance were left unre- 
dressed, it would mean the opening of a 
new war, in which the Nonconformists 
would have advantages they had not 
hitherto possessed. In these circum- 
stances it was only natural that the 
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Irish Catholics, who formed a_ small 


minority, should be afraid that between 
the unreasoning policy of the Church of 
England party on the Ministerial side, 
and the consequent instigation of Non- 
conformist animosity, their own schools 
might be wiped out of existence in the 
ensuing struggle. The Irish Party could 
not support the Amendment, for reasons 
which had been given; but they would 
not support the Government in resist- 
ing the demand for some redress. Did 
anyone in this House say that in the 
8,000 parishes where there was only 
one school to which the Nonconformists 
could resort, that these schools were not 
used as instruments to proselytise the 
Noneconformist children, and place them 
in a position of inferiority ? It would 
he impossible for the Irish Catholies to 
support such a system, and all they could 
do under these circumstances, in view of 
the the First Lord of the 
Treasury, was to withdraw from the 
House altogether. 


speech of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 
*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) said he refer to 
what had happened when his friend 
the hon. Member for Leicester was 
quoting a case of hardship. The hon. 
Member was met with derisive cries of 
“Where,” the implication being, as had 
often occurred that unless the 
circumstance, time, and place, were all 
given, there was no truth in the story. 
Now the grievance they were discussing 
was admitted, but no adequate remedy 
had been proposed by the First Lord. 
He would point out that, in his opinion, 
non. Members opposite did not hear of 
those grievances in the way hon. Members 
on this side of the House did. There 
Was @ Vast number more of them than 
hon. Gentlemen opposite had any idea of, 
but they could not be brought forward 
because the grievances would be only 
thereby accentuated, and the Noncon- 
formist parents and children would be 
victimised by the teachers and managers. 
He would give a case with the names. 
A gentleman named Mr. Benjamin Els- 
mere, a missionary of the Society of 
Friends, living at No. 11, Brooklands 
Terrace, Swansea, some time ago went to 
reside in a small country village. In that 
village there was only one school, a Church 
school, and he sent his children to it. His 
Mr, Dillon. 


wanted to 


bef re, 
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little hoy was questioned on the principles 
and doctrines of the Church of England, 
and one of the questions was something 
about who was his godmother. The 
child, knowing nothing about it, said he 
had only one mother, and for this, that 
child was laid across the desk and caned 
severely. [Loud cries of “ Oh, oh!”} 


Stir JOHN GORST: Will the hon. 


Gentleman give the name of that school? 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON said he had not 
the name of the school at that moment, 
but he had given the name of the man. 
He had a letter in his possession, with 
name of place and all particulars, 
although not in his pocket, and would 
give it to the right hon. Gentleman, or 
to any Member ot the House. ‘There was 
no secrecy about this case. In conse- 
quence of what had occurred, Mr. Els. 
mere withdrew his children, this boy and 
two girls, from religious instruction, 
under the Conscience Clause, and for 
that they were subjected to the most 
offensive treatment. They were told to 
stand aside because their father did not 
believe the Bible. He knew the right hon. 
Gentleman would repudiate and condemn 
such treatment as that. The law was not 
made for people who knew how to be- 
have themselves, but for the protection 
of citizens from the lawless. There was 
one other thing he wanted to say. He 
was glad to hear the hon. Member for 
London University speak as he had 
done. He was glad that the hon 
Member had been supported by a Welsh 
member and a Scotch member. He 
desired, as an English member, to asso- 
ciate himself with those hon. Members 
who said that the only logical solution 
of the question was united secular and 
separate religious instruction. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he hoped 
that the Statement made by the hon. 
Member for Holmfirth would be probed 
to the bottom ; but, until he heard the 
case proved, he should refuse to believe 
it. He was very much obliged to the 
First Lord of the Treasury for the way 
he had treated this question. ‘There was 
a remedy in the Bill, but he believed 
it was entirely unworkable, and, even 
if it were workable, it would be disas- 
trous, and _ educationally grotesque. 
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As a practical man he wished to. *Twe CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
point out to the First Lord that Member was now not even discussing 
they were dealing with Clause 27 the Bill, and he would invite him to 
of the Bill of 1896. That clause give his attention to the clause before 


provided that in all denominational 
schools the local education authority, 
jn town or country, should be granted 
the right to bring in outside denomina- 
tional teachers and give the children 
denominational teaching in 

with the faith of their 
And from the cheers with 
which that plan was received he 
thought that was a line which might 
be acceptable to many members of the 
Committee. He should be profoundly 
disappointed if it was. It must be 
remetn bered that in many parish schools 
there is only one room, and how could 
they get eight or nine Wesleyan children 
in one corner, and the same number of 
Anglicans in another corner, and impart 
to them in that fashion serious religious 
instruction? He did not see the 
necessity of breaking up the children 
He believed in common 


specifi ¢ 
accor! lance 
fathers. 


into these pens, 


vital religious teaching. He had a 
great respect for the clergy of all 
denominations, but sometimes they 
failed to convince him as an adult. 
What he maintained was that the 
clergy were not trained to. deliver 


themselves in that simple way which 
would commend itself to the children. 


the Committee. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said certainly he 
ought to have dealt entirely with the 
alternative. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
sketchedoutanalternative, but hethought 
that example ought not to be abused. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was not 
inclined to abuse anything or anybody. 
He saw the difficulty, and was as anxious 
as the right hon. Gentleman to find 
solution. But the solution in the clause 
would be an impracticable one, and it 
would take out of the hands of the 
teachers their most important function, 
viz., that of religious instruction. He 
had been a teacher himself, and he would 
have strongly objected if any one had 
taken away from him the right to give 
religious instruction. He did not want 
to see volunteer teachers of all denomina- 


tions upsetting the harmony and 
discipline of the schools 

(6.26.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :— Ayes, 124 ; 


(Division List No. 310.) 





He hid another serious question— 


Abrahiatn, William (Rhondda) | 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Ho. Herbert Hy. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Banes, Major George Edw. 
Bayley, Thomas (Der byshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Branner, Sir ang Tomlinson 
Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 

Baxton, Sydney ( ‘harles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Franeis Allston 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 








Dalziel, James Henry 


Noes, 243. 


AYES. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M.Vauzhan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Laverness-sh. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Wiiliam 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir FrancisH.(Maidstne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, a“ Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Godds urd, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, RtHn.SirEdw. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt.Hn. Sir William 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 


Jacoby, 


Hemphill, . t. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred EF. (Morley) 
James Alfred 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carn’v nshre) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, David 


| Lough, 


Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas JJ. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, SirCharles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire ) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Newnes, Sir George 


| Norman, Henry 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Palmer, Sir Charles (Durham) 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Keid Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, tg H. (Denbighs. ) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Hry. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurs ‘c, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. HnSir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaygree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Soustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joha 
Brovktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown. Alexander H.(Shropsh 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Ha.J.A(Glasgow 
‘arew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Chi te Wilham 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglzs Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


~ 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Tiomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


NOES. 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli. Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Vurning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald.Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip S.( Warwick SW 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(City of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Angustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hon J. EF. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gore, HnG. RC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F, Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W.(B’ySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Charchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Midd’x 
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Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W, 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
W ilson, Henry J. (York, W.R,) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 





Mr. William M:Arthur, 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay. Hon. Clande George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset.E.) 
Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir William Hny 
Howard,John( Kent Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCeeil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhoase 
Jettreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir Jolin H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon Frederick Wi. 
Lawrenee,Sir Joseph(Monmth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. , Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legyve, Col. Hon. Heneaye 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry C _— 
Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon..J ames (Ixent 
Loyd, Are hie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestett 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Port= mouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Live »rpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
| Morgan, D. J. 


(Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptfrd) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan. Col. J. P. (Galway, N. 
0’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlngt’n 
Peel. Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lieut. -Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse} 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(L. of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E. 
Smith,H. C(North’m. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 


| Strutt. Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Sturt. Hon. Humphry Napier 
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Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E.( Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Talbot, Lord E. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR then formally 
moved to leave out from ‘“‘ authority” to 
the end of the clause, with the view of 
inserting the Amendment of which he 
had given notice. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 39, to leave out trom the 
word ‘authority,’ to end of clause, and insert 
the words-—‘ shall, where the local education 
authority are the Council of a county, have a 
body of managers consisting of a number of 
managers not exceeding four appointed by that 
Council, together with a number not exceeding 
two appointed by the minor local authority. 
Where the local education authority are the | 
Council of a borough or urban district they 
may, if they think fit, appoint for any school 
provided by them, such number of managers as 
they may determine. 

“(2) All public elementary schools not pro- 
vided by the local education authority shall 
have a body of managers consisting of a number 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed 
as provided by this Act, together with a num- 
her of managers not exceeding two appointed— 
“(a) Where the local education authority are 
the Council of a county, one by that Council 
and one by the minor local authority ; and (+) 
Where the local education authority are the 
Council of a borough or urban district, both by 
that authority. 

“(3) One of the managers appointed by the 
minor local authority or the manager so ap- 
pointed, as the case may be, shall be the parent 
ofa child who is, or has been during the last 
twelve months, a scholar in the school. 

“(4) The ‘ minor local authority’ means the 








Council of any borough or urban district, or the 
Parish Council or (where there is no Parish 


(Chichester) Mr. Anstruther. 


Council) the Parish Meeting of any parish 
which appears to the County Council to be 
served by the school. Where the school ap- 
pears to the County Council to serve the area 
of more than one minor local authority the 
County Council shall make such provision as 
they think proper for joint appointment by the 
authorities concerned.’ ”—(.Wr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Question proposed “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he was sorry that the 
right hon. Gentleman or one of his 
colleagues had not thought fit to give 
the Committee some information with 
reference to this important Amendment. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said this was the 
first of a string of Amendments which 
had been put down by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and formed part of the 
Amendment moved yesterday on which 
the principle had been discussed. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER thought in- 
struction would be beneficial, but he 
would as far as possible apply himself to 
the Amendment without. Personally he 
was disposed to view the Amendment 
with disappointment, because many high 
hopes had been based upon its effect. 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN said it was not 


competent for the hon. Member to reopen 
the discussion on the same points as the 
Committee had decided the previous 


day. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER pointed out 
that the Amendment dealt with the 
entire management of the schools of the 
country. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that this point 
had been discussed the previous day. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER — asked 
whether the Committee was then to be 
deprived of the power to refer to the 
management of the voluntary schools. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said the present 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman 
was consequential on the first Amend- 
ment which had been already moved. 
The right hon. Gentleman had moved a 
series of Amendments, and on the first 
Amendment the discussion had been 
taken. If the hon. Member could say 
anything relevant to the Question he 
had now put from the chair which was 
not a repetition of the discussion of the 
previous day he might do so, but he 
was not entitled to go over the same 
ground covered in the previous discussion. 


Mr. DILLON said that he had refrained 
from speaking the previous day in the 
belief that his opportunity would now 
come. According to the ruling of the 
Chair the Committee could not discuss 
anything on the present Amendment. He 
thought that no previous discussion 
could prevent the Committee from dis- 
cussing the Amendment now put from 
the Chair. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said that this argu- 
ment would be applicable to a whole 
string of Amendments. It had always 
been customary for the Committee to 
take the discussion on the first Amend- 
ment and then to move Amendments to 
the others as occasion might serve. Sup- 
posing that instead of this being one 
Amendment it was divided into six com- 
partments, it would not be open to re- 
discuss the same question on each of the 
six Amendments. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said that 
this Amendment contained the whole of 
the proposals of the Government with 
reference to the management of schools, 
The real Amendment was to strike out 
Clause 7. Surely it was permitted to 
discuss the propriety of these proposals, 
The Amendment which the Committee 
considered yesterday was a merely verbal 
Amendment. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said that the dis. 
cussion of the verbal Amendment occupied 
the whole of the sitting; and what was 
discussed was not a small verbal Amend- 
ment, but the Amendment now before the 
Committee. If the Committee were to 
re-discuss that now, what did it settle 
yesterday? Nothing. He felt bound to 
rule that the Committee settled the 
principle of this Amendment yesterday. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
stid he could not see how the mere 
technical omission of the words which 
were left out on the previous day should 
preclude a discussion on the words of the 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentleman. 
These words were omitted to provide an 
alternative. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said the hon. 
Member was wrong. If he referred to 
a Report of what occurred, he would 
see that it was the principle and not the 
omission of these particular words that 
were discussed. He was bound to hold 
that the Committee decided something. 
That being so, what it decided was to 
accept the spirit of this new Amendment. 
It might be open to the Committee when 
the Amendment was amended by the 
insertion of words to discuss the whole 
question. 


Str WALTER FOSTER submitted 
that in discussing the omission of the 
words the Committee had a right 
to consider the proposals in detail. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that the ruling of the Chairman 
led to the conclusion that yesterday's 
discussion was out of order, rather than 
the discussion on the present Amend- 
ment. The Committee was asked to 
leave out certain words in order to pre- 
pare the way for other words, not im 
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nubibus but definite. Now was the time | 
to consider the new proposal as compared | 
withthe old. There were many members | 
who intended to take part in the debate, | 
and who had no idea that yesterday was | 
the only opportunity for doing so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not iid | 


opportunity. 


*TueE CHAIRMAN said that the Com- 


mittee were not out of order yesterday 


in discussing the whole question on the | 


first Amendment of the First Lord of 
the ‘Treasury. 
that a string of Amendments were moved 
to carry out a particular object; and 
then the principle was decided on the 
first of the series. He had 
slightest doubt about the matter. No 
hon. Member was precluded from taking 
part in the discussion yesterday. 


Mere. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 
ut that the Amendment today was not 
the same as yesterday. There was a 
paragraph now introduced which did not 
appear yesterday, and which, therefore, 
could not form part of the discussion. 


Me. A.J. BALFOU R urged that the new 
paragraph was discussed yesterday, and 
because it was discussed, it was intro- 


duced. 
*TH ; CHAIRMAN said that the right 


hon. Gentleman was entitled to move to 
insert any words he liked as soon as the 
Committee had got rid of the words in 
the Clause. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted that | 


a part of Clause 8 ought not to have 
been taken out and inserted in Clause 7. 
The most controversial part of Clause 8 


had been taken out and introduced into | 


Clause 7. It was an unfair thing to do, 
and its object was only to kill the agita- | 
tion against the Bill. That was stated 
by one of the organs of the Government. 


*Tur (CHAIRMAN said that the hon. | 


Member was not in order in discussing | 


that question. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
question was that certain words should 
stand part of the Bill. He wished them 
to stand part. 


22 JULY 


It constantly happened | 


not tlie! 


5.) pointed 
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*THE CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member could hardly mean that; be- 
cause, if fhis wish were given effect to, 
there would be no verb in the Clause. 
'If the hon. Member objected to certain 
words having been taken from Clause 8 
he could move to strike them out of the 
Amendment at the proper time. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he knew 
he should be in order then, but he 
/objected to the whole of the words of 
the Amendment. He objected to the 
method of drafting. The Amendment 
was not proposed with a view to provid- 
ing a good educational authority, if the 
‘organs of the right hon. Gentleman's 
| own party were to be believed, it was for 
some propose wholly irrelevant to the 
Bill. If that was so, it was uniair to the 
Committee and the Bill, and he objected 
| to it. 

*Mr. CHANNING took exception to 
the omission of the words ‘“ under See- 
tion 15 of the Elementary Education 
Act, 1870,” aud desired to move an 
Amendment by which power would be 
reserved to the Committee to deal with 
| those words after the Amendment of the 
First Lord had been dealt with. 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
that would be an alternative Amendment 
to that proposed by the First Lord, and 
that theright hon. Gentleman took pre- 
cedence because he was in charge of the 


Bill. 
*Mr. CHANNING said in that case 


| he would resist the Amendment on the 
ground that it struck out the powers of 
the local education authority under sec- 
ition 15 of the Act of 1870. The Vice 
| President had stated that the managers 
appointed under the present bill would 
be the creatures of and absolutely con- 
trolled by the education authority. The 
words of the section to which he referred 
‘secured to the local authority that 
| power over the managers in the schools 


| provided— 


| *THeECHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
|is now re-discussing the point we decided 
|yesterday. This Amendment is an 
|alternative to the latter part of the 
Clause. and the Committee decided 
yesterday in principle to accept the alter- 
| native. 
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*Mr. CHANNING asked whether he 
was not entitled to discuss the exclusion 
of the powers under section 15 of the 
Act of 1870. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN thought not, as that 
was before the Committee on the pre- 
vious day, when, as he had said, it was 
decided in principle to accept the Amend- 
ment of the First Lord. He invited the 
Committee not to go back on that 
decision, but to make such Amendments 


{COMMONS} 
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which the Government had got was 
entirely of theirown making. The Clause 
as it would stand after the omission of 
these words dealt with nothing at all, 
and he supposed for that reason it would 
be open to Members to put down any 
Amendments they pleased. He agreed 
with the Government that, as a matter 
of drafting, subsection (c) of Clause § 
ought to be in Clause 7, but the mischief 
which had been done was entirely due to 
the Government or their draftsman. 





as they thought were desirable in the 
Amendment proposed by the First Lord. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 


shire, Mid) said the tangle into Noes, 267. 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen. Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn. Herbert Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner. Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Invernes-sh. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone. Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘kKenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren,Sir Charles Benjamin 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease. J. A. (Satiron Walden) 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 





NOES. 
Jaldwin, Alfred 
3alfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, RtHn.SirMichael Hicks 
Beresford,Lord Chas. William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Allhusen, Augustus Hry. Eden | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Arrol, Sir William | Bignold, Arthur 

Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy | ace James 

Bailey, James (Walworth) | Bill, Charles 

Bain, Colonel James Robert | Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Baird, John George Alexander | Boland, John 

Balcarres, Lord Bond, Edward 


| Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) ' 


(7.8.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 91; 


(Division List No. 311.) 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs,) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Jobn (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.} 
Thomas, J. A. (Glamor. Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(LeedsS. 
Wason. Eugene(Clackmannan} 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W,) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lloyd-George and 


Mr. Channing. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore? 
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Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrine, Hn. Thos. H. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, eniaaien Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn CharlesReady 


A. E. 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Jrwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 
Diekson, Charles Seott 
Dillon, John 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dix’n 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Dooyan, P. © 

Doughty, George 

Donglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson. Rt HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W. 
agg Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn A.G.H.(City of Lond. 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gorst, Rt. Hen. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sirk. W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG (Mid’x 
Hammond, John 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


solton) 


| O'Donnell, 
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Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, ore Faversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, +i James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


j Joyee, Michael 


Kennaway, Rt Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon- ‘Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Joseph (Monmouth) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis W — 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent 
Loyd, Arebie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn WG. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘lver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh W 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘kKillop,James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Molesworth, Sic Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp’rry, Mid 
O’Brien, | wr, (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
T. (Kerry W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlington) 
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Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Pilkington, Lieut. -Col Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walte- R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 
nankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, 


Carne 


John E. (Waterford 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
2itchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Roche, John 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, HC( North’mb. ‘Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, Joha Ward 
Spencer. Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
St inley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf’d Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir. Wim. Edw. M, 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lient.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
Welby, SirCharles«. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Asht’n und. Lyne 
Williams, Cal R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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(Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.”’ 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said _ it 
very important that an op- 
should be allowed of avoid- 
ing the appointment of separate 
managers for separate schools, and 
if they chose they should be allowed 
to group the schools under the same 
managers. If those schools were in- 
efficient, the reason was not far to seek. 
It was largely because having only one 
school, and that a very small school, of 
course their view was a very narrow one, 
and their experience was naturally very 
limited. It had become an impossibility 
for managers with only the experience of 
a small school to have that opportunity 
of comparison of arrangements which 
should be allowed to managers in order 
to secure the most efficient kind of teach- 
ing. The experience which managers 
ought to possess could only be gained 
by comparison of the progress made in 
one school with another. It was im- 
portant that the loca! authority should 
have this opportunity of grouping certain 
schools together. In many villages it 
would be a great relief to the education 
authority to be able to choose their 
managers from a _ congregation of 
villages. In one particular village it 
might be impossible to find half a dozen 
suitable gentlemen, whereas by bringing 
in two or three villages together they 
would probably be able to get better 
men to join the Board of Management. 
As his Amendment stood, it would affect 
only schools provided by the authority, 
but even in that limited way it would 
be of great use. 


was 
portunity 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 2, after ‘shall’ to insert ‘either singly 
or in a group.’ ”—(Vr. Alfred Hutton.) 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he quite 
azreed that something ought to be done 
in regard to the grouping of schools, but 
he did not think that this Amendment 
was the best way todo it. If the hon. 
Member would look on page 30 of the 
white Paper he would see an Amend- 
ment which carried out his view in a 
more extended form, and which stood in | 
the name of his hon. friend the Member 


‘ zs | 
for Somerset. He suggested that, as the 
' 


‘COMMONS} 


words would come in better lower down, 
the discussion on the point might be 
deferred. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: I beg leaye 
to withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING 
PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 


OPPOSED LALL 


AND SOUTH SHIELDS 
RAILWAY BILL 


ELEC. 
[Loxps} (By 


NORTH 
TRIC 
ORDER). 

As amended, considered. 


*(9.0.) Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle) 
moved to add a clause requiring the Com- 
pany to provide properaccommodation for 
conveyance of bicycles by all trains, but 


not more than six in one train. He was 
aware of the general feeling among 


Members who were averse from having 
matters of comparative unimportance, 
which had been decided by a Committee, 
brought up again before the louse of 
Commons; but, in this case, there had 
been no consideration of the euestion, 
the Chairman having ruled that the 
eyclists had no locus sfundi. The Bill was 
one for the construction of an electric 
tube under the River Tyne, and the 
Company asked to be relieved from any 
obligation to carry bicycles at all. The 
population of Tyneside exceeded a 
million, and last year 44,000 cycles were 
earried by the old ferry steamer, so that 
it was a matter of some importance to 
all concerned. Cycling was no longer 
merely a pastime, but a real necessity, 
and not ot professional men alone. He 
could testify to the increasing use of 
cycles by working men of late years, and 
it did not a little in certain districts to 
solve the housing question. He regarded 
the evcle as the working man’s motor 
ear. It might be argued that cyclists 
could still use the old out-of-date ferry 
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service; but there was no guarantee, as 
far as he could find, that the present 
rate of service would be continued. 
He was not aware of anything but the 
pressure of local opinion to prevent 
those responsible for the service from 
dropping it to a half-hour service, or 
even less. Apart from that, on one side 
of the river, at any rate, there was a hill 


approaching the ferry which was 
certainly awkward, and very often 


dangerous to cyclists. He claimed for 
cyclists in common with other sections 
of the community, the right to partici- 
pate in the improved facilities which 
science was placing at our disposal. 
Parliament always recognised the 
salutary rule that the powers it conferred 
on public companies carried with them 
obligations, and zealously guarded 
against the companies picking and 
choosing the convenient and _ profitable 
traffic and leaving the rest. He believed 
it was alleged by the promoters that the 
adoption of the clause would hamper them 
in the working of their scheme ; but that 
was guarded against by the limit placed 
on the number of machines carried. It 
appeared that it was proposed the 
train should stop only thirty seconds at 
each end of the tube; but he did not 
believe the folks of Shields wished for this 
scurrying, neck-breaking, heart-disease 
producing mode of progress. It was 
further pointed out by the promoters 
that other electric tube railways had 
not had similar obligations imposed 
upon them; but this was not an 
electric tube railway in the ordinary 
sense of the word, but a short tunnel. 
Then the promoters stated they were 
advised that it was mechanically impos- 
sible, and that the additional expenditure 
would seriously interfere with the finan- 
cial prospects of the company. He could 
not, however, believe that in these days of 
engineering skill and mechanical progress, 
especially in the North of England, it 
was impossible to devise some means 
whereby cycles could be carried. 


A Clause (Company to carry bicycles) 
—(Mr. Plummer)—brought up, and read 
the first and second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
~ That the Clause be added to the Bill.” 
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Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham 
N. W.) said he was not interested 
financially or personally in this scheme. 
He would like to point out it could 
scarcely be called a railway. It was 
more of the nature of a tram line which 
was intended to afford a cheap and 
rapid transit from one side of the river 
to the other. The great object of these 
railways was to carry passengers, and 
there was no provision made in these 
cases for luggage of any kind, because 
it was realised that if luggage were 
allowed it would involve delay and some 
danger to the public. The suggestion 
now made that the company should be 
compelled to provide for the carriage of 
six bicycles by each train would necessitate 
invidious selection and obviously cause 
not a little disorder when there happened 
to be more than six waiting to cross. 
Cyclists already had an excellent means 
ot crossing by the ferry boats. He quite 
recognised the spirit in which the 
Cyclists’ Touring Club had approached 
this matter but he rather deprecated 
the pressure put upon M,Ps. to take a 
step which was not in the interest of 
the public generally. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
opposed the Clause. He was greatly 
interested in the question of rapid 
communication when it was closely 
connected with the housing difficulty. 
The wbject of tubular railways was to 
secure rapid means of transit in order 
that— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
general question cannot be discussed on 
this Bill. The point is whether cycles 
shall be carried through this particular 
tunnel under the River Tyne. 


Captain NORTON said he had no 
intention of discussing the general 
This tubular railway was to 
serve a population of a quarter of a 
million, and it was strongly supported 
by the Tyneside Council as well as 
the Corporations of the large towns 
concerned and he did not think it 
fair to attempt to force this duty on 
the Company. They ought to have 
some direction from the Board of Trade 
on this matter ; some hint as to whether 
that Department approved this proposal. 


2N 
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He was well aware that cyclists were 
worse provided for in this country than 
in any other, but he doubted the wisdom 
of imposing a special obligation in this 
case. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 
would certainly do nothing to imperil or 
impede the progress of this Bill; but he 
was bound to admit that the cyclists of 
the two towns did not receive fair and 
adequate treatment under the Bill. The 
hon. Member who had last spoken said 
the cyclist had been refused a locus standi 
before the Committee. That was quite 
true, and that was the reason that they 
were called upon to discuss the Amend- 
ment now. His hon. friend had stated 
that there were sufficient means of 
transit for cyclists across the river. The 
question, however, was whether that 
means of traftic would last in anything 
like its present sufficiency when this 
Bill had passed. When his hon. friend 
talked of placing an obligation upon 
this Company which was not imposed on 
any other ratlway, he forgot that one of 
the matters into which a Committee had 
to inquire was whether any section of the 
community found its facilities diminished 
by granting facilities to any company. 
At South Shields there was at present 
a ferry which ran every fifteen minutes ; 
but if their Bill were passed, that ferry 
service would be very likely diminished, 
because, when they had electric trams 


running under the river every six 
minutes, traftic would be diverted to 
that new means of communication. The 


ferry, if it was maintained, would not in 
all probability run with its present 
frequency: and, while the general public 
would be advantaged by the new means 
of transit, the cyclists would find their 
facilities lessened. Those who supported 
this Amendment had endeavoured to 
impose as little inconvenience as possible 
on the Company, and, with that desire, 
had consented to the absurd restriction 
that not more than six cycles should 
be carried at a time, and the price 
charged to be three times as much as 
that charged for the conveyance of 
cycles over the ferry. 

*(9.30.) Mr. PARKER SMITH 
(Lanarkshire, Partick) said he agreed that 
the floor of this House was a most incon- 
venient place to discuss whether bicycles 


Capt. Norton. 
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should be carried by this railway or not, 
but it was in consequence of the locus of 
the petitioners having been disallowed | 
before the Committee that this discus. 
sion was now taking place. He thought 
the Standing Orders ought to be altered, 
He was Chairman of the Court of 
Referees, which disallowed the Jocus of the 
petitioners in this case. That Court 
was not concerned with the merits of the 
case, but decided against the right of 
bicyclists to petition upon technical 
grounds. He had,however, subsequent; 
looked into the question, and had satisfied 
himself that on the merits he should 
have gone against the bicyclists, because 
the scheme was intended purely for 
passengers, and the obligation sought to 
be imposed would be a serious hindrance. 
At the same time, he thought the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be extended, so as 
to allow bodies like the Cyclists’ Touring 
Club to have an opportunity in the same 
wayas Chambersot Commerce or Agricul- 
ture of being heard before the Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would not be in order in discussing the 
desirability of amending the Standing 
Orders. 


*Mr. PARKER SMITH said he would 
vote against the Clause being inserted in 
the Bill. 


Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) said he knew the 
localities to be served by this railway. 
Hitherto the means of getting across the 
river Tyne had been steam ferries, which 
worked very efficiently; but if this Bill 
passed the effect would be to direct a 
large proportion of the passenger traffic 
from the boats to the railway, and the 
boats would in all probability be largely 
withdrawn. It was the duty of the 
House to give the greatest possible 
facilities to all members of the public, 
even including cyclists. He was there- 
fore of opinion that the justice of the 
case could best be met by admitting 


eyelists to have the facilities they 
desired. 
*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that 


the promoters of a private Bill, who came 
to the House asking privileges of any 
kind, must obey the rules set down 
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in the Standing Orders, and, there- 


fore, they had a right to expect 
Tthat no new condition should be im- 
FT posed on them while their Bill was 


What was now pro- 


a new condition which had not been 
hid on any other electric tube railway 
company. That new condition had been 
laid on them while the Bill was passing 
through the House. The hon. Member 
for Newcastle said this was not a tube 
nilway at all, but practically a tunnel. 
He was not an engineer, but he could 
not see the difference between the 
Central London Railway and that now 
proposed, except that the one was eight 
or nine miles long, with thirteen stations, 
and the other three-quarters of a mile 
long, with two stations. The whole 
obje:t of the railway was to give quicker 
means of communication between North 
and South Shields, the intention being 
to run trains every six minutes. It 
was necessary to the scheme that there 
should be speed in conducting the traftic. 
If bicycles were allowed to be carried, 
the difficulties of quick working would 
be increased. He hoped the House would 
not impose this new condition on the 
company. 


Mr. BRYCE said it appeared to him 
that the argument of the hon. Member 
for Newcastle was a very strong one, 
because what was proposed to be done 
by the promoters of the Bill was actually 
to diminish the facilities at present 
enjoyed by cyclists. Cycling had become 
all over the country a means of rapid 


communication for business purposes. , 


His own experience, as a traveller who 
sometimes had his cycle conveyed by the 
underground railway, convinced him that 
there would be no difficulty in carrying 
bicycles on this line. He regretted that 
the Standing Orders did not permit of 
the petitioners bringing their case before 
a Committee of the House. 


(9.53.) Mr. BARTLEY (lIslington, 
N.) said this House was bound to take 
cognisance of the change in the times, 
and to see that tube railway companies, 
to which they gave very valuable rights, 
provided the public with accommoda- 
tion to the utmost possible extent. 
It seemed to him that the refusal to carry 
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bicycles was quite behind the times, see- 
ing the great commercial uses to which 
these machines were now put, and that 
Parliament was giving this company 
great powers, including that of going 
under the river. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
said that the hon. Member for Rugby had 
spoken about millionaires on the south side 
of the river. He did not know that million- 
aires were plentiful, but he knew that 
there were a large number of working 
men who lived on both sides of the river, 
and had to pass over the river to and 
from their work. Supposing, on account 
of the competition of the tube railway, 
the ferry should fall out of use, if the 
tube railway refused to carry their 
bicycles, what were the working men to 
do? He did not know as much about 
railway law as, perhaps, he should ; but it 
was clear to him that this House, in con- 
sidering railway Bills, should have some 
regard to the feelings and wants of the 
people. There was no use drawing a 
comparison between this proposed tube 
and the tubes in London. In no part of 
the country was the population so con- 
gested as in this particular district, and 
workmen ought to have every possible 
means of access to their work. The 
company was not providing these tubes 
for the convenience of work-people ; 
their first consideration was to make 
profit. But if Parliament had the power 
to do so, they should make some _pro- 
vision for the cheap transit of cyclists 
and their machines. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) said that this railway company 
was trying to get a great privilege from 
Parliament for the purpose of making 
profit. They were justiy entitled, there- 
fore, to ask the railway company to do 
something in return in the way of carry- 
ing men to and from their work. 


Mr. CRAWFORD SMITH (North- 
umberland, Tyneside) said that if 
cyclists were allowed to carry their 
bicycles in the proposed tube they 
would come in shoals every Wednes- 
day and Saturday afternoon. There was 
a ferry every half mile on the Tyne, and 
cyclists had ample facilities for crossing 
the river by that means, and they would 
not lose more than four minutes any- 

| where by using the ferry boats as com- 
| pared with the tube. 
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Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 


Auckland) said that no serious argument 
had been offered against the concession 
which would be made by the adoption 
of the proposed Clause. There were no 
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cycles. 
were no serious engineering difficulties jn 


making the concession, and he marvelled [ 


at the modesty of the request, and that 


the railway company should refuse stich | 


a small matter. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS asked if, in | 
the circumstances, the proper course 
would not be to adjourn the debate in 
order that Mr. Speaker and the House 
might be furnished with proper copies of 
the Bill. Although they were only deal- | 
ing with one particular Bill, they were | 
laying down precedents of great | 
importance. He begged to move that | 
the debate be now adjourned. 





| 
*Mr. SPEAKER: What I understand | 
is, that in the copy of the Bill I have 
the Commons’ Amendments have not | 
been entered up ; and, therefore, the last | 
Amendment was perfectly in order, and | 
in its right place. In the copy I have | 
the word “ sixpence’ stands in Clause 
59, page 46, line 5, but I understand 
that the Committee of the House of 
Commons struck it out altogether. 


} 
| 


| 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said that the 
whole line was struck out. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There has been a 
mistake, obviously, in this Bill; and I must 
call the attention of the House to it. The 
copy of the Bill placed on the Table 
corresponds with my copy, which, there- 
fore, I assumed to be the correct Bill. It 
seems, however, that the Bill upon the 
Table is not the Bill as amended by the 
Committee. The Bill as amended by the 
Committee shows that the lines and figures 
of the hon. Members’ Amendments are 
correct, and, therefore, Clause 63 is the 
Clause in which the previous Amendment 
stands. That need not affect the decision 
of the House as effecting the insertion of 
the words “and bicyeles ” after “ parcels,” 
if the House will allow the words to be 
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inserted in Section 63 instead of in Section 
59. It appears to me that if this matter 
had been properly dealt with in the offices 
of the House, this difficulty would not have 
arisen. I will put the question now 
as it stands on the Paper, as that turns 
cut to be correct. 


Amendment made— 

**In Clause 63, page 48, after line 26, to in- 
sert ‘for every bieycle 3d.’” 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 


said he begged to move the omission of 
“*6d.”’ in line 27, and the insertion of 


“1d.” A passenger was to be carried 
for 1d, whereas 6d. was to be charged for 
a dog. It was a distinct insult to the 


that a dog should be considered six 


They 


man 
times more valuable than he. 


| were all agreed that it was desirable t) 


cultivate affection for domestic animals, 
and no animal was more companionale 
than a dog ; but if 6d. was to be charged, 
the dog would very probably be left at 
home. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 48, line 27, to leave out the word 
‘sixpence, and insert the words ‘one penny’ 
(Mr. Keir Hardie)—instead thereof.’ 

Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the word 
‘sixpence’ stand part of the Bill. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said he hopedthe House would not agree 
to the Amendivent. 


(10.43.) 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided:—Aves, 164; 


Noes, 129. (Division List No. 313.) 


AYES. 





\cland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agyg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Wn. Herbert Henry 
Atheriey-Jones, i. 

Bain, Colone! Jamies Robert 
Baifour, Rt. HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth Ro Chri-teh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. HoSirMichae! Hicks 
Bolton, Thomas Dol line 

Bond. Edward 

Brive, John 

Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bull, Willian James 
Cameron, Robert 


Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbys'ire 


‘ecil, Evelvy (Aston sianor) 
‘hapman, Edward 
‘harrington, Spencer 
‘ochrane, Hon. Thos.H. A. E. 
‘shen, Benjamin Louis 
ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


‘oiston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘remer, William Randal 
‘ross. Her). Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Jalryinple, Sir Charles 


( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
Colomb,SirdohnCharlesReady 
( 
( 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
( 
I 


Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwacd 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Banvatyne 
Fisher, William Hives 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue , 
Foster, Philip S(Warw ick,S.W 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 
Godson.SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hvu.J.E( Elgin & Nairn) 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon.SirJohn Eldon 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrew sbury) 
(Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
urenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

(reville, Hon. Ronald 

Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,.J. (Midd., Tottenh: um) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton. John (Yorks., N. R.) 
lebb, Sir Richard ¢ ‘laverhuuse 
lohnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. ) 
law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Legge. Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Loag.Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt Hn.J W(Cum. Penr. 
loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestott) 


Maecdona, John Cumming 


\braham. William (Cork, N.E. 
raha, William (R hond Ida) 
Hen, CharlesP. (Glene. Stroud 
\lllusen. Augustus H’nry Eden 
. Robert 

John Stan! 
Arthur 

ill, Charles 

ohn 
‘wadhurst. Henry 

KE. Haviland- 
aine, Mig am Sproston 


ihrose 
Taw 

WKWrieht, - 
fienold, 


rope 


Urke, 


dwell, James 

ampbell, ian (Armagh, S.) 
ampbell Banne rman, Sir A. 
wiston. Ri chard Knig 

hair, Frederic k 

wining, Francis Allston 

laney, Jolin Joseph 


ohill, Douglas Harry 

rhett, T. L. (Down, North) 
raig, Robert Hunter 

ullinan, J. 

vies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigi n 
Hel any, William 

evlin, Joseph 
‘ewar, John A. 
lke, Rt. Hon. 
lillon, John 
Jorelan, Gaptain A. 
oogen, P. C. 
longlas, Charles M. 
unean, J. Hastings 


(Inverness-sh. 
Sir Charles 


(Lanark) 


North and South Shields 
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Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Midulemore,Jno.Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, R obt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David yaw *Ithamstow 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (¢ 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray,RtHn. A. Grah’in(Bute 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Rigg. Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

R lleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


NOES. 


rank 
Denison (York) 


Edwards, F 


Faber. Ge ree 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

+ ass Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Croddard, Daniel Forel 
Grant Corrie 

Hall. Edward Marshall 


Hammond, Jolin 

Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. —~° ( ‘harieaflocie- 
Hemphill. I Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir W liam Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton. Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones. William(Carnarv nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leamy, Edmund 


Francis 


‘armarthen | 


Lee, ArthurH. (Hants,Fareham | 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

! ewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-Cieorge, David 

Lucas, Re; vinal 1J, Portsmouth) 


| Price, 


Electric Railway Bill. 986 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(L[sleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(OxfdUniv.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H(Ashton-un4. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Plummer and Mr. 
Robson. 


Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. 
Maenamara, Dr. 


Mark A. 
Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kean, John 

M: Kenna, Revinald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, 
Mooney, John J. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Juseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P, (Galway.N. 


North) 


| Norman, Henrv 


Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipp 'r ury Mid 
© Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Y Brien. P.J. (Tipperary, N.) 
(Y Connor, James ( Wie klow, W 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Donnell, T. (ixerrs, W.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
teckitt, Harold James 


| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
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Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
tobinson, Brooke 

toche, John 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 


Tully, Jasper 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he wished to 
move the omission of the concluding words 
of Clause 63. As at present drafted, it 
would appear that a person bringing home 
a parcel from market containing eight or 
tei separate articles might be called upon 
to pay 3d. for each separate package. The 
words he proposed to leave out were: 
“Provided always that articles sent in 
large aggregate quantities and so made up 
in separate articles, such as bags of sugar, 
cotfee, meal, and the like, shall not he 
deemed small parcels, but that the term 
shall apply only to single packages in 
separate parcels.” He did not understand 
the meaning of the words, and for that 


reason he would refuse to vote for the 
Bill until he had an explanation. If it 
meant that a woman returning from 


market was to be charged 3d. for each 
packet she had in her hasket, such a 
provision ought not to be allowed to pass 
without a protest. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed 

**In page 48, line 28, to leave out from the 
word ‘ provided,’ to the word ‘ packayes’ in line 
31, both inclusive.”—(.VU>r. Keir Hardie.) 

(Juestion proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith) said that the Amendment was 
more suited to the Committee stage. 
lf the hon. Member would read again 
the proviso to which he objected, 
he would find that it actually carried 
out what he wished. For instance, if 
a grocer wished to send half a dozen 
parcels from North Shields to South 
Shields, instead of having to pay a certain 
sum for each parcel, he was entitled to 
have them weighed together and to pay 
one sum. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked what rate 
would be charged on a small parcel. 
They were told—— 
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Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. Freeman (Hastings 
Thomson, F.W.(York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palme: 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk. Mid 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, WLR.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 


ONS 


Valentia, Viscount 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R-.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Keir Hardie and My. 
Lough. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot address the House 
twice. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that after 
the explanation which had been given 
he would withdraw the Amendment, but 
he hoped that in future the Chairman 
of Committees would see that Bills were 
properly draited. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


3ill to be read the third time. 


SEDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES 


BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHEeR 


Penrith) in the Chair. | 


(Cumberland, 


Clause 7 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 39, after the word ‘authority, 
to insert the words ‘shall, where the local 
education authority are the Council of a 
county, have a body of managers consisting of 
a body of managers not exceeding four ap- 
pointed by that Council, together with a num- 
ber not exceeding two appointed by the minor 
local authority. 

‘Where the local education authority are the 
Council of a borough or urban district, they 
may, if they think fit, appoint for any school 
provided by them such number of managers as 
they may determine. 

*(2) All public elementary schools not pro- 
vided by the local education autaority shall 
have a body of managers consisting of a number 
of trust managers not exceeding four appointed 
as provided by this Act, together with a number 
of managers not exceeding two appointed— 

‘(a) Where the local education authority are 
ihe Council of a county, one by that Council and 
one by the minor local authority ; and 

‘(b) Where the local education authority are 
the Council of a borough or urban district, both 
by that authority. 
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‘(3) One of the managers appointed by the 
minor local authority, or the manager so ap- 
pointed, as the case may be, shall be the parent 
fa child who is or has been during the last 
twelve months a scholar in the school. 

‘(4) The ‘‘iminor local authority” means 
the Council of any boreugh or urban district, 
or the Parish Couneil, or (where there is no 
Parish Council) the parish meeting of any 
jarish which appears to the County Council 
to be served by the school. Where the school 
appears to the County Council to serve the 
area Of more than one minor local authority, 
the County Council shall make such provision 
as they think proper for joint appointment b 
the authorities concerned.’ ”—(.Mr. A. J. Bal. 


tour. ) 
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Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 


the absence of his hon. friend the Member 
for East Northamptonshire, he desired to 
move the Amendment standing in his 
name. 
management ot schools provided by the 


local authority, and provided that 
that should be delegated entirely to 
the minor local authority, which 
was explained as the Council of a 


borough or urban district, or a Parish 
Council. With regard to the Council of 


happen would be that the Council would 
appoint a Committee, called the Educa- 
tion Committee ; and all the Ainendment 
proposed was that that Committee should 
practically be the Board of Management 
of the district. There was a great deal 
to be said for it. It would be absurd 
to have one Committee controlling edu- 
cation and another Committee managing 
the schools, as the work would be practi- 
cally the same. The most serious part 
of the question was the handing over of 
the management entirely to the Parish 
Councils. The Amendment proposed 
that the Parish Council should be the 
sole managing body, and he thought 
that in many districts that would be a 
most valuable provision. It would at 


JULY 1902} 


(11.5.) Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said, in | 


it raised the question of the | 


a borough or urban district, what would | 
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removes from the electors. Next, that 
Committee would appoint a Board of 
Management, which was three removes 
from the electors; and then some other 
body would also be called in. It was 
perfectly true that if there was any 
complaint with regard to the manage- 
ment of a school, the only way in which 
the parents could get at the managers 
would be by lodging a complaint with 
the County Council. The local County 
Councillor would have to be got at in 
the first instance, and then he would 
have to get up in the County Council, 
which met only once in every three 
months, and complain of a body which 
was not present. The only way in 
which he could get at the management 
'would be to wait until the meeting at 
| which the Committee was appointed ; 
| but there was nothing in the Bill pro- 
viding for the period for which such 
Committees should be appointed. They 
| might sit in perpetuity; they were to be 
| the absolute arbiters of the situation ; 
| they would be life tenants of the post, 
| unless words were introduced making it 
|clear that they went out of office with 
ithe County Council. But assuming they 
were to be re-appointed whenever a new 
| Council was elected, they could be called 
|to account only once in three years. 
| That was surely a very indirect way of 
| bringing home responsibility for a local 
‘complaint. Whether the whole thing 
;should be handed over to the Parish 
Council was an arguable question; his 
hon. friend, at any rate, suggested that 
‘the Parish Council should manage its 
‘schools, and he was not at all sure 
| whether in some districts that ought 
not to be done. He would rather the 
| County Council was given an option on 
| that point. It was certain, however, 
| that if the parents and ratepayers were 
‘to be interested they must be given 
/some direct responsibility. In these 
| districts practically the whole responsi- 





| 
| 
| 
| 


any rate have the advantage of obviating | bility would be on the Board of Man- 
the composite boards which had been pro- | agers, as the County Council, having no 
posed, and which would have no direct | local knowledge or other local infor- 
responsibility to the ratepayers. That mation, would very rarely throw over 
_—_ certainly an advantage in favour | the suggestions of the Board ; if they 
Ste Amends. Usage Sb oom did so. it would amount to a vote of 
‘want of confidence in the managers. 
Supposing it was necessary to make 
the fabric of the 


posite Board of Management suggested by | 
the Prime Minister, what would happen ? 
First of all, the County Council would 
appoint a Committee. 


That was two|some addition to 
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school, to make the building more com- | power as the central county Committee 
modious, or to incur expenditure on | In respect of certain areas. The fact that 
apparatus or equipment, that would be | such delegation was contemplated, greatly 


a purely parochial charge, and it would 
be much better that the Parish Council, 
in such a case, should have the control 
and [responsibility. The representative 
of the ratepayers would then consider 


the matter from the point of view, not | 
only of the expense, but also of the | 


advantage to the locality. In that way 
there was much to be said for the 
Amendment of his hon. friend, which 
he now begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the said 
proposed Amendment— 

‘* After the first word ‘county,’ to insert the 
words ‘shall, subject as hereinafter provided, 


be managed by the minor local authority, and 
shall.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amend ment.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUL. thought this 
would be a very unfortunate Amend- 
ment. By an earlier Clause the Bill 
declared that the local authority should 
be responsible for, and have control over, 
secular education. If they put, in as the 
managers of the school in which that 
secular education was to be provided, a 
body of gentlemen representing the 
parish in which the school was situated, 
they might conceivably have a conflict 
of opinion between the locally elected 
body and the central body. That would 
be very unfortunate, and militate against 
the whole success of the Bill. He 
thought that it would be far better, as 
they had given responsibility to the 
central authority, to give them the 
machinery by which that responsibility 
could be carried into effect. The repre- 
sentation of the minor local authority 
was provided for by the Bill and by the 
Amendment now under discussion, and 
he thought the machinery there provided 
was far more workable than that sug- 
gested by the hon Member. 


Mr. CHANNING said that the object 
was to secure efficiency in the loeal 
machinery. The right hon. Gentleman 
had not fully considered the question of 
local delegation of the duties of the 
county educational authority, and also the 
formation of Committees with the same | 


Mr. Lloyd-George 


strengthened the case for imposing on the 
localities a responsibility for the effective 
management of the schools. By means 
of this local responsibility under the con- 
trol of the central county authority, they 
were not vitiating that authority, but 
really associating with it the local life 
and interest in the work of education in 
the most effective way. They would thus 
secure all that could be effectively 
maintained under the present Bill of the 
chief merit of the School Boards in the 
past with regard to the detailed ad 
ministration of education. The Amend- 
ment was really a limited adaptation of 
the principle of Clause 10 of the Bill of 
1896 ; it simply concerned the question 
of administration, and in no sense touched 
the question of the denominational 
schools. The best way to work this 
educational machinery was strongly to 
support the central authority in the 
county areas, but it was obvious that that 
authority could not effectively attend to 
all the details of management without 
the enthusiastic and interested assistance 
of the localities themselves. He did not 
attach so much importance to the Parish 
Councils as his hon. friend ; he thought the 
Amendment could be worked by the 
management being placed in the lands of 
the councils of the small boroughs and 
urban districts, and also of the joint 
councils of united parishes—the union 
being effected on somewhat the same 
lines as under the Act of 1870. He was 
strongly in favour of the ceniral authority 
exercising a power of co-ordination ana 
regulation over the whole education of 
the county, subject to local responsibility 
for the management under their clirection, 
and he failed to see how his proposal 


would lead to any conflict with the 
general controlling power of the central 


county authority. 

Mr. BRYCE said he could not feel 
the force of the objection taken by the 
right hon. Gentleman to this Amendment. 
Upon the First Lord’s own showing, there 
could be no conflict between the minor 
authority and the County Council, 
because the managers were entirely at 
the mercy of the local education authority. 
When Clause 6 was under discussion, the 
right hon. Gentleman assured the Com- 
mittee that the local authority would be 
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supreme, that the management would |independent position : it would be simply 


have no independent powers of volition, 
and that they would be bound to carry out 
every direction of the local authority. 
Under those circumstances, what possible 
conflict could there be? 


details, the proposal had, at any rate, one 
recommendation, viz., that it would 
enable groups of schools to be at once 
dealt with, and there would be no 
necessity of introducing special provisions 
s0 far as the boroughs and urban districts 
were concerned, because the minor 
authority would at once have all these 
schools placed under it. In the case of 
boroughs and urban districts, where the 
School Boards had been very effective 
authorities, and had not been open to 
the objections urged against rural School 
Boards, the Amendment would practically 
restore such merits as the School Board 
system had. It would bring back a local 
body to manage small groups of schools in 
boroughs and urban districts, and we 
should have the advantage of one rating 
authority. Therefore, from the point of 
view of the Bill itself, he would have 
thought there was something to be said 
for the Amendment, and he was rather 
surprised the right hon, Gentleman 
should have dismissed it in so cavalier a 
fashion. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) hoped the Government would 
hot accept the Amendment, which would 
destroy all links between the controlling 
authority and the Board of Managers. 
He attached supreme importance to 
those links being maintained. If there 
were representatives of the local educa- 
tion authority on the Board of Manage- 
ment, the other managers were far more 
likely to understand the directions given 
to them by the county authority, and 
there would not be that danger of 
iriction and misunderstanding that 
there otherwise would be. The fact that 
a power of delegation was to be given 
was rather an argument against the 
Amendment. If the county authority 
thought they could secure better manage- 
ment by delegating their powers, they 
could do so under the Bill. But the body 
to which the powers were delegated would 
not be in the position proposed by the 
Amendment. It would not be in an 
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ithe 
|which it received its powers. 
Without | 

expressing a very decided opinion as to | 
said that, as 
‘have a good deal to do—as a mem- 


each 
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‘in the position of a delegate, and would 


therefore be far more likely to carry out 
directions of the authority from 


(11.30.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
one who expected to 
ber of a County Council, as a manager 
of a voluntary school. and in other 
respects — with the organisation of 
education under this Bill, he had 


every confidence that if they took care 


to limit the spheres of action ot the two 
bodies—of the local education authority 


on the one hand, and of the smaller and 


minor authority on the other—not only 


would there be no danger of their 
clashing, but, on the contrary, they 


would get the wider outlook of the 


larger authority and the closer and 


minuter attention of the minor authority. 
In his own county, a large and sparsely 
populated district, there were ninety 


three elementary schools, scattered over 


acres; and obviously 


nearly 500,000 


it would be quite impossible for the 
County Council to manage the details of 


individual school. It would be 


necessary for the county authorities to 


delegate their powers to smaller bodies, 
and those smaller bodies should be given 
a distinct status in order to get the best 


people to serve on them, and also a 


certain local rating power, so as to create 


that interest in the schools’ which 
only pecuniary — responsibility would 
give. In many places, elementary 


education had suffered, and was suffering, 
irom want of local interest. A certain 
number of School Boards were doing 
their work very well, according to 
their lights and opportunities. Volun- 


tary schools were not worked as they 
should be, and they did not command 
the confidence of the people who sent 


their children to them, because the grea 
majority of the scholars were the children 
of Nonconformists, while, the schools 
themselves were entirely carried on by 
He was net saving one 


Church people. 
the 


word against the spirit in) which 
members of the Church of England carried 
hut he thought those 


on their schools, 
schools should be guided by the central 


/authority. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have 


already resolved that the whole responsi- 
bility for the control of these schools 
should be in the hands of the central 
authority. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS -OWEN replied 
that the machinery they had hit upon 
carried out that control in a very in- 
effectual way. It was all very well to 
lay down genera] theories and say that 
they should have local control, but when 
they found the machinery for giving that 
control was inadequate and imperfect, 
then they did not gain their object at all. 
Unless this was provided for in the Act 
itself, they would not arouse local interest 
in this matter. Heagreed with what had 
been said by the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire, that the local educa- 
tion authority should have some of its 
members on the governing body of the 


managers of the school. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he did not think that there was the 
least fear of the local authority not 
having complete control, and if there 
was any doubt about it later on they 
would have it made stronger still by the 
(sovernment proposals. ‘The hon. Member 
for Kast Somersetshire had gone so far in 
his advocacy for County Councils in their 
work that he had really forgotten the 
interests of education in his anxiety to 
support County Councils. The first point 
to he gained in all educational work was 
to make education popular. He knew it 
would not be popular with the boys who 
went to school, but it would be made 
popular with the parents if they had 
something to do with the education pro- 
vided. If the electors were connected 
with the education given in the schools 
in their district, there would be more 
interest taken in education, and more 
inclination on the part of parents to see 
that their children attended regularly. 
What they were all working for was to 
get a more etficient education, and the 
Amendment they were considering did 
not in any way affect the religious 
question. Hes hoped some little allow- 
ance would be made for the popularity 
which education would require to gain, 
more especially in country districts, 
where it was most unpopular at the 
present time, and where they were most 
likely to regard education as a_ tire- 
some thing. There was another reason 


which appealed very strongly to him, 
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and it was that they brought the 
managers of the schools much nearer 
to the directly-elected representatives of 
the people. He hoped this Amendment 
would be fairly considered, and not 
brushed aside as something which was 
quite unreasonable. It did not touch 
any of the principles of the Bill, and 
he believed it had been of very great 
assistance to education in the country 
generally. ° 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 
Boroughs) said the hon. Member 
for Montgomeryshire had had much 


experience in every grade of education 
from the lowest to the highest, and 
he received anything he might say 
upon this subject with great respect. If 
this Amendment were adopted, it would 
put an immense amount ot life into the 
small parochial schools; and to havea 
directly-elected body instead of a nomin- 
ated one would ensure the earnest co- 
operation of the people. The Royal 
Commission which inquired into the 
schools some thirty years ago declared 
that no skill in organisation was of so 
much value in education as the earnest 
co-operation of the people. According to 
the report of this Commission, the 
American schools appeared to have no 
great excellence of method, but the 
schools were in the hands of the people, 
and trom this fact they derived an 
educational force which made up for all 
their deficiencies in that respect. It, 
under the Government’s scheme, some 
fifteen or twenty gentlemen were nomin- 
ated for the various boards of manage- 
ment, probably with extremely imperiect 
knowledge of the circumstances of the 
neighbourhood, it was truethatthat would 
place a large amount of patronage in 
their hands, but he could see no earthly 
reason why that patronage should not 
be in the hands of the general body ot 
the community, for this would add very 
greatly to the interest which the people 
would take in the schools. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Aberdeen would bear him out that 
in Scotland the fact that the people 
were so closely associated with the 
government of the schools added very 
largely indeed to the effectiveness ot 
those schools, and had had a large effect 
in producing a result of which Scotsmen 
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all the world over were proud. In| 
Switzerland—which had done so much | 
for the education of the people—the 
communal schools were in the hands of 
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Bill. 


man appeared to be to give the power 
of nomination of these gentlemen, who 
would, no doubt, hold broad views and 
large sympathies: but no amount of 
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the locality, and were practically managed | skill in organisation could make up for 
by the parish council. He believed that the cordial popular sympathy which 
the complete success of the Swiss educa-| could only be secured in education by 
tional system was largely to be ascribed | directly enlisting the people in the 
tothis particular fact. He agreed with | management of their own schools. 


the Royal Commission that in England | 
even inferior management, if backed up | 
by the hearty sympathy and interest of | 
the people, would often succeed betterthan 

much greater skill without such support. | 


(11.48.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80; 





The whole object of the right hon Gentle- | Noes, 230. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc. Stroud 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir James Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. SirArthurD. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William(Carnarv’ nshire 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Manrice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thowas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Price, Robert Johu 


Rea, Russell | 


NOES, 


Beach, RtHn. SirMichael Hicks | 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 

| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 


Arrol, Sir William | Butcher, John George 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneli’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
| Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 








Churehill, Winston Spencer 


(Division List No. 314.) 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman- (Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wiison, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Warner. 


Clancy, John Joseph 

Clive, Capt. Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 
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Dickson, Charles Scott { Keswick, William 


Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord. SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 


Faber, George Denison (York) | 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
F french, Peter 
Field, William | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
Fison, Frederick William | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. | 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W | 
Gartit, William 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml ts | 
Gore,HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW (Bry SEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Kt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLord G.(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq ofL’nd’nderry 
Hammond, John 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hen. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath,Arthur Howard (Hanley | 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. | 
Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside | 
Howard.Jno.(Kent,F’versham | 
Hutton. John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jesse]. Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 








| 
} 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lee, A1thurH(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lundon, W. 

Lytteltun, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| Maclver, } avid (Liverpool) 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


| M‘Killop, W (Sligo, North) 


Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, qe (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Ti yperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 


| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
| Pemberton, John 8. G. 
| Penn, John 


Perey, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 





the House. 


Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

tichards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roche, John 

Kopner, Colonel Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopiord- 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj J. E.B(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East 
Smith, HC(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hoo. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Welby,Sir Charles G. E.(Nott- 
| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
| 
| 
| 





Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
| Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





It being Midnight, the Chairman left | without Amendment ; Bill read the third 


the Chair to make his Report to the | 


House. 


Committee report 
again upon Monday next. 


EDUCATION ACT, 
BIL 


ahs 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 


progress ; 


1901 (RENEWAL) 


| 
| 
Order 


to sit 





time, and passed. 

MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 
[17 
Marking (Ireland) Bi 


th eo That the Meat 
1 be committed to 


the Standing Committee on Trade, ete., 


| read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
| Adjourned at tive minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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Returns, 


OF 


{23 JULY 
COMMONS. 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
MEANS. 

The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 


BUSINESS, 


it ROSSENDALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS 


BILL | Loxps. } 
As amended, considered : 
» third time. 


to be read 


> th 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ILL. 
considered, 


) 

ORDERS (No. 6) B 

Amendments 
to. 


and 


Lords’ 


-ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS 
> ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lerps}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
- out Amendment. 

AND WIGTOWNSHIRE 
JOINT RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


> SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 

Reported, with Amendments, and an 
amended Title; Report to le upon the 
| Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 

Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from 
the Committee on Group N of Private 
. Bills, That, for the convenience of parties 
concerned in the Gas and Water Orders 
, Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords] [Syston 
and Thurmaston Gas Order], they had 
adjourned till Tuesday, 29th July, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





PETITIONS. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petition of the Scottish Trade Pro- 
tection Society, against; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VOL, CXI. [FourtH SERIES. ] 
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COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION 
EXTENSION BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Scottish 
Trade Protection Society, and Kirkcaldy ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Teports, &e. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against: From Failsworth ; 
Manchester; Thornaby-on-Tees; Wood 
Green; Pendleton; Salford; and Weaste 
and Seedley ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
SILL. 

Petitions against alteration of Clause 

8: From Stratton and Birmingham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BLLL. 


Petitions for alteration: From West 
Riding of Yorkshire; Arllechwedd: 
France Lynch; Bussage; Blackburn 


(three); and Cheltenham; to lie upon 
the Table. 

ICE CREAM SHOPS (SCOTLAND) 

(No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 

WIFE'S SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Grimsby, against; to 


‘lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 
Xeturn [presented 22nd July] to be 
printed. [No. 288.] 


MORAY FIRTH FOREIGN TRAWLERS. 
Return [presented 21st* April] to be 
printed. [No. 289.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(HOME WORK) (MAKING OF CHAINS, 
ANCHORS, CART GEAR, LOCKS. 
LATCHES, AND KEYS). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 14th 
July, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, apply- 
ing Sections 107 and 108 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, to factories 
and workshops in which the making of 
chains, anchors, cart gear, Iccks, 
latches, and keys is carried on [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION | 
(PARTICULARS — OF PIECE WORK (SCHEMES). 
WAGES) (LOCKS, LATCHES, AND Return ordered, “showing the schemes | 


Copy presented, of Order, dated 14th 
July, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, apply- 
ing, with modifications, the provisions 
of Section 116 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, to factories and work- 
shops in which the making of locks, 
latches, and keys is carried on [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP 

(PARTICULARS OF PIECE 

WAGES) (CHAINS, ANCHORS, 

CART GEAR). 

Copy presented, of Order, dated 14th 
July, 1902, made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, apply- 
ing, with modifications, the provisions 
of Section 116 of the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, to factories and work- 
shops in which the making of chaine, 
anchors, and cart gear is carried on 
[by Act]: to lie upon the Table. 


ACTS 
WORK 
AND 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE. 

Copy presented, of Memorandum on 
the Comparative Statistics of Population, 
Industry, and Commerce in the United 
Kingdom and leading Foreign 
Countries |by Command]; to lie upon 
he Table. 


CONGESTED 


some 


DISTRICTS BOARD (IRE 


LAND). 

Copy presented, of Eleventh Report of 
the Board, being tor the year ending 
31st March, 1902 [by Command}; to lie 
upon the Table. 

NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixty-eighth Report 
of the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation in Ireland, being for the vear 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 16th July; Mr. Harrington] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS (ENG- 
LAND). 

Copy presented, of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns for 1900-1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, [No. 290.] 





which have received the sanction of the 
Department, under the Welsh 
mediate Education Act, 1889, and the 


composition of (a) the County Govern. | 
ing Bodies and (b) the County School | 


Committees in each County or County 
Borough in Wales.” —(Mr. Kenyon.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Military Maps of Salisbury Plain— 
Alleged Imperfections. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the maps 
now issued for manoeuvre purposes by 
the War Oftice of War Department land 
on Salisbury Plain do not show the 
railways from Stert to Westbury opened 
two years ago, or from Amesbury to the 
South Western main line; and whether 
he will have these maps brought up to 
date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Prodrick.) 
The hon. Member is evidently labouring 
under a misapprehension. ‘The half-inch 
to a mile manoeuvre map of the 
Salisbury Plain district shows both the 
railways mentioned. 


Training Camps for Sandhurst Cadets. © 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To | 
ask the Secretary of State for War [ 
whether the cadets at Sandhurst are in 
future to be sent into a training camp, 
similar to that recently adopted for the 
Woolwich cadets. 


(Answered hy Mr. Seer tary Brodrick.) 
I am not prepared to give any decision 
on this matter at present until we have 
the experience of the encampment of the 
Woolwich cadets. 


India—Dredging of the Ganges. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware that several of the 
leading shipowners in Liverpool, and 
others who are engaged in the shipping 
trade with Calcutta, state that owing to 
the mudbanks in the river they will be 
unable to maintain the trade with 
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Calcutta unless the river is dredged ; and 
will he consider the expediency of 
representing to the Calcutta Port 
Commissioners the necessity for dredging 
operations between Calcutta and Saugor. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) | am not aware of the state- 
ments quoted in the Question ; but | am 
aware that last year, when the Com- 
mittee inquired into the working of the 
Calcutta Port Trust, it was stated in 
evidence before them that the removal 
of the bars by dredging the river would 
cost a crore of rupees, and that no case 
existed for such an outlay, which, if 
incurred, would greatly increase the 
already heavy charges of the port. 


(George 


Darjeeling-Himalayan Railway—Lighting 
of Carriages. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware 
that the carriages of the Darjeeling- 
Himalayan Railway are still unprovided 
with artificial light, with the result that 
passengers have to travel through the 
jungle in darkness for hours; and, 
will he, in the circumstances, consider 
the expediency of making representa- 
tions on the subject to the controlling 
authority in India. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) The hon. Member has already 
been informed, in reply to his Question 
of the 27th May, that the matter is one 
as to which any complaints should be 
addressed to the local authorities. 


(reorge 


Khairpur Rupee Coinage. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he has yet 
rece. ved from the Government of India 
a report in regard to the statement that 
the Khairpur State’s rupee coinage is 
no longer to be accepted by the Trea- 
sury in payment of either land rent, 
fines, taxes, stamps, or otherwise; and, 
seeing that this refusal has caused a 
depreciation of six annas per rupee, will 
he state whether the Government of 
India have taken, or propose to take, any 
action with a view to relieve the people 
of Khairpur of this loss. 

(Answered hy Lord Georye 


Humalton.) I understand that a scheme 
for the conversion of the local currency 


Se cretary 
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of Khairpur is being matured, and that, 
pending its introduction, the Mir has, 
on the advice of the Government of 
India, cancelled his previous orders, and 
is now willing to receive Chalan rupees 
for State dues. Until the details of the 
scheme are before me, I cannot say what 
loss or depreciation has occurred. 


Questions. 


Medical Examination of Passengers 


leaving Calcutta. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether any arrangements 
have yet been made for the punctual 
attendance of the medical officer for the 
examination of passengers leaving Cal- 
cutta by morning sailings of outward 
bound steamers; and can _ he state 
whether the shed in which passengers 
are examined has yet been put in a 
state of repair, and the practice of 
medical examination in a_ public 
thoroughfare discontinued. 


(Answered ly Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) IT have no information about 
these matters. They are such as are 
dealt with by the local authorities with- 
out being reported to the Secretary of 
State. Any complaints on the subject 
should be addressed to these authorities. 


Mekran and Perso-Baluch Operations— 
Medals. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Inda 
whether, having regard to the services 
rendered in Mekran and on the Perso- 
Baluch frontier by the mixed force of 
troops under Major Tighe. who acted 
as escort to Major Showers, the political 
agent, from January to April, 1902, 
and did some fighting. particularly at 
the capture of Nodiz Fort, regard will 
be had in the rewards to be distributed 
to the claim of the native troops in the 
expedition to have the frontier medal 
awarded them, as has been done for 
the men engaged in the Mahsud_block- 
ade; and whether the Indian Govern- 
ment will at the same time reconsider 
their decision as to the grant of the 
medal to the troops engaged in Mekran 
in 1898. 


(Answered by Secretury Lord George 
Hamilton.) The question of the grant of 
a medal for the operations in Mekran in 
1898 {has been very carefully considered 


202 
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on two separate occasions, and decided 
in the negative. I do not see any 
grounds for re-opening the question. 
No recommendation has yet been for- 
warded for my consideration by the 
Government of India regarding the 
grant of a medal for the operations 
in Mekran and on the Perso-Baluch 
frontier from January to April, 1902. 


Island of Lewis Lights. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord <Ad- 
vocate whether the Congested Districts 
Board have yet decided on a site for 
another light on the coast of the Island 
of Lewis, in place of the light sanctioned 
for Tong: and. if not, will he state the 
cause of the delay. 


(Answered hy Mr. Graham Murray.) 
No decision has yet been reached, no 
application having so far been made to 


the Board from any other locality. 
Island of Lewis Roads. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord Ad- 


vocate if he will state what progress has 


been made in the construction of the 
roads between Cromore and Gravir, 
Island of Lewis, for which the Con- 


gested Districts Board made a grant of 
£2,700 in June of last year. 


(.lnsuvred by Mr. Graham Murray.) I 
understand that no progress in the 
construction of these roads has yet been 
made by the County Road Board. 


Highland and Invergarry and Fort 
Augustus ee a Order 
i 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : 
To ask the Lord Advocate whether he 
is aware that the application made under 
The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, in April last for an 
Order. under the title of the Highland 
and Invergarry and Fort Augustus 
Railway Companies Provisional Order, is, 
under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, proposed to be 
proceeded with as a private Bill, and 
that, owing to want of time, it is not 
possible to proceed with the Bill this 
session : and whether, in these cireum- 
stances, he will arrange that such 
amendments shall be made in the Stand- 
ing Orders as will provide that the pro- 
cvedings taken hitherto under The | 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, and the Standing Orders this 
session shall be available for the prose- 
cution of such Bill if introduced into 
Parliament next session. 


(Ans red by Mr. Graham Murray.) I 
understand that the necessary amend. 
ments in Standing Orders will be moved 
in due course. 


Sheep Worrying Bill. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) ; 
To ask the President of the Board of 


Agriculture if he still hopes to introduce 
the Bill dealing with sheep-worrying 
before the end of the session. 


(Answered by Mr. Hanbury.) Yes. 


Customs Statistical Office—Assistant 
Clerks’ Leave. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury. if, in consideration of the 
amount of overtime duty performed in 
connection with the increase of work 
occasioned by the imposition of new 
revenue duties and the preparation of 
the Annual {statement of Trade, and in 
view of the fact that the assistant clerks 
in the majority of Government offices 
receive more than fourteen days annual 
leave, he will consider the possibility of 
granting an increase of annual ; leave 
given tothe assistant clerks intheCustoms 
Statistical Office. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chumberlain ) 
I think that this Question is based on 
some misapprehension of the facts. The 
new revenue duties imposed this year 
have not involved any additional over- 
time attendance, though extra attendance 
has been given by the staff, as usual, for 
the preparation of the periodical Trade 
Returns, and is paid for at the customary 
rates. As regards the general question 
of the annual leave of assistant clerks, 
this has been fixed at a maximum of 
fourteen working days, exclusive of Bank 
Holidays and the King’s Birthday, for 
the Treasury and subordinate Depart- 
ments. There is no general Order in 
Council regulating their leave, but, in 
the opinion of the Treasury, it would be 
highly desirable that other Departments 
| of Government should adopt this scale. 
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Suicide of a Board of Education Clerk. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the case of 
William Heylin, a Senior Assistant Clerk 
inthe Board of Education (Whitehall), 
who committed suicide ; and whether he 
can state what was his salarv after 
twenty-five years service. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Treasury have no information re- 
garding this case. Any inquiries relat- 
ing to it should be addressed to the 
Board of Education. 


Switzerland—Arrest of two English 
Ladies. 

Mr. J. H. WHITLEY (Halifax): To 
ak the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if his attention has been 
called to the arrest and imprisonment 
of two English ladies in Switzerland; if 
he has caused inquiry to be made into 
the circumstances ; and if he will seek 
irom the Swiss Government compensa- 
tion to the ladies for the treatment they 
have suffered. 


‘dnswered by Viseount Cranborw.) The 
attention of His Majesty’s Government 
has already been drawn to this case, and 
the Consul at Lausanne has been desired 
to furnish a full report. Only a brief 
statement of the facts has as yet been 
received, from which it would appear 
that the two English ladies met with 
very arbitrary treatment. It is desirable 
to await the ful'er report called for 
before bringing the matter officially to 
the notice of the Swiss Government. 


Public Elementary Schools Statistics. 
Mr. CHARLES MORLEY (Breck- 
nock): To ask the Vice President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he will state the number of 
boys and the number of girls educated 
in public elementary schools, and will 
he state why these figures, which 
appeared in Table 8 of the Statistics of 
Public Elementary Schools published in 
previous years, have been omitted from 
the new volume of statistics [Cd. 1139] 
recently published. 


(Answered by Sir John Corst.) The 
number of boys in actual average attend- 
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4nce amounted, according to the last, 
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Returns, to 2,430,570, and that of girls 
to 2,305,013. The Table to which the 
hon. Member refers gave the number of 
boys and girls in the different standards. 
It could not be continued in the volume 
recently published, as the classification by 
standards had ceased during the year to 
which these statistics relate. 


Gibraltar—French Naval Station at 
Mers-el-Kebir. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can inform the House 
whether the French Government have a 
Naval station called Mers - el - Kebir, 
situated near Gibraltar; if so, will he 
state its exact locality and the distance 
from Gibraltar, whether it is fortified, a 
torpedo base, or only a signal station. 


(Answered hy Mr. Arnold-Forster.) Mers- 
el-Kebir is an auxiliary to the French 
Naval Station of Oran, and there is at 
present a small torpedo boat station 
there. It lies about 6,000 yards N.W. 
by W. of Oran, and 228 miles from 
Gibraltar. It is fortified. 


Licensing Bill—Brewster Sessions. 

Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, in the 
event of the Licensing Bill becoming law 
before the adjournment of Parliament, it 
is intended that brewster sessions should 
be held during the autumn as usual, or 
whether they are to be held in February, 
as provided for in the Bill. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Ritchic.) Tt 
is provided in Clause 13 of the Bill, 
which postpones brewster sessions till 
next February, that that enactment 
shall come into operation on the passing 
of the Act. I do not doubt that the 
Bill will become law in time to save the 
necessity of holding the sessions this 
autumn. 


Ireland—-Criminal Law and Procedure 
Act-—Statistics of Prosecutions. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the number of persons prosecuted 
in Ireland under the provisions of the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) 
Act during the twelve months ending 
Ist July. 
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(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The num- 


(Juestions. 


ber of persons proceeded against under’ 


the Act in the period mentioned was 134. 


Under-Age Enlistment. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that John 
Naughton, of Athlone, was accepted for 
enlistment in the 8th Hussars early this 
year; and whether, seeing that the 
Colonel of the regiment has been supplied 
with certificate showing that Naughton 
is still under eighteen years of age, he 
will order this man’s discharge. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Brodrick.) 
This matter rests with the general officer 
commanding, to whom the hon. Member 
should address any communications he 
may like to make. 


South Africa—Return of Dr. Leyds and 
other Afrikanders. 

Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
any information to the effect that Dr. 
Levds is returning to South Africa in 
the ss. ‘‘ Bavarian”’; and whether steps 
will be taken to prevent persons, other 
than Afrikanders by birth, who have 
taken an active part, by military service 
or in any other way, against Great 
3ritain during the recent war from 
entering British possessions in South 
Africa. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
(1) Dr. Leyds has not returned to South 
Africa on the ‘ Bavarian.” (2) Such 
persons are not being allowed to return. 

| 


Civil Servants of the late South African 
Republics. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 


3urghs): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been called to the position of the 
Civil Servants of the late South African 
Republics, some of whom held office for 
years prior to the outbreak of the war, 
and were eligible for pensions under the 
laws of the Republics; and whether the | 
cases of such Civil Servants will be con- 
sidered by the Government at Home, or 
by the Governments of the new Colonies, 
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with a view of continuing to these persons 
under the new régime their rights to 
service or pension as under the laws of 
the late Republics. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
Therights to service or pension of servants 
of the late Governments cannot be re- 
cognised. A certain number have, how- 
ever, been re-employed and some pensions 
have been granted. Each case will be 
dealt with on its merits. 


Coronation Bank Holidays. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING: To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether it is 
proposed to declare 9th August a Bank 
Holiday. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he can say if 
Saturday, 9th August, will be declared a 
Bank Holiday. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
result of such inquiries as the Govern- 
ment have been able to make into this 
matter tends to show that the balance of 
public opinion is in the direction of turn- 
ing thecustomary half-holiday of Saturday 
into a Bank Holiday on the occasion ot 
the Coronation. 


(2.15.) QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
Railway Brakes. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Derby, 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he is aware that since the 
appeals of the railway companies against 
certain of the Rules issued by the Board 
of Trade under The Prevention of 
Accidents Act, 1900, were heard before 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners on 
25th June last, the railway companies 
have for the first time lodged another 
appeal against Rule 1, to the effect that 
instead of brake levers which may be 
operated from either side, they may be 
allowed to adopt brakes of the single- 
lever class, which can only be operated 
from one side; and will the Board of 
Trade take steps to uphold their Rule 
before the Railway and Canal Commis- 


sioners Court. 
‘ 


1012 








: Cent 
7 appe 


the 


‘| step 


Cow 
Com 


hon. 
Pres 
he is 
be ¢ 
nece 
over 
pur} 
dow 
Rail 
190( 
out 

ensv 
proj 
prac 
rail 
tuni 


I ur 
bral 
mitt 
Hou 
nece 
the 

the 

is k 
don 


and 
Pre: 
on | 
Ing} 
insp 
of t 
vers 
yea! 
dary 
that 
qua 
app 
that 
of t 


MI’ 
(Sir 


1012 


-TSons 
its to 
Ws of 


lain.) 
vants 
e Te 
how- 
sions. 


Il be 


the 
It is 
sank 


ster- 
d of 


ed a 


The 
rn- 
this 
e of 
irn- 
day 

of 


DY, 
rd 
he 
St 


ae 


RR) yen 





(Juestions. 


1013 


TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): I am not aware that any such 


1 sppeal has been lodged. The Solicitor to 
1} the Board has been instructed to take 
| steps to uphold the Rule before the 


Court of the Railway and Canal 


Commission. 


CarTaIn NORTON: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Derby, I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that trials of brakes that can 
be applied and released without the 
necessity of the men having to cross 
over, under, or round a waggon for the 
purpose of carrying out the Rule laid 
down by the Board of Trade under The 
tailways (Prevention of Accidents) Act, 
1900, have been, or are being, carried 
out; and whether he will take steps to 
ensure that the Board of Trade are 
properly represented by experts and 
practical men at those trials, and that 
railway servants are afforded an oppor- 
tunity of being represented. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 
[understand that trials of either-side 
brakes are being conducted by a Com- 
mittee appointed by the Railway Clearing 
House. I do not at present think it 
necessary to take the steps suggested by 
the hon. Member, but I may say that 
the Chief Inspecting Officer of Railways 
is keeping in touch with what is being 
done. 


Inspectors of Secondary Schools. 
Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask’ the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, how many of His Majesty's 
Inspectors are at present engaged in 
inspecting secondary schools ; how many 
of these are graduates of a British uni- 
versity; how many have had _ three 
years experience as teachers in secon- 


qualification for ‘anyone who seeks an 
appointment on the Inspectorate Staff 
that he must be registered in Column B 
of the Official Register of Teachers. 


Tae VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE oF COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge University): 





{23 JuLy 1902} 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF | 


dary schools; and will hegive an assurance | 
that in the future it shall be a necessary | 


(Juesteons. 1014 
All His Majesty’s Inspectors inspect 
secondary schools of some kind. Most of 
them are graduates, and most have had 
experience as teachers in secondary 
schools. But the Board of Education 
could not ascertain the particulars asked 
for in the Question without personal 
inquiry, which would be invidious. As 
the Official Register of Teachers is not 
yet in existence, the Board of Education 
cannot give the pledge asked for in the 
last part of the Question. 


Public Prosecutor--Alleged Company 
Frauds. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he proposes to instruct the 
Director of Public Prosecutions to take 
action in the cases of the London and 
Globe Finance Corporation, Limited, the 
Standard Exploration Company, Limited, 
and the British America Corporation, 
Limited, against which companies 
various frauds have been proved. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
20BERT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : The 
answer is in the negative. 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act—Dublin 
chemes. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
isaware that there is a great delay in 
dealing with applications for loans under 
the Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 
especially from Dublin; whether this 
delay is attributable to the want of 
active co-operation on the part of the 
Treasury; and whether he will take 
such steps as will enable these applica- 
tions to be dealt with more quickly by 
that Department. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): There 
is no delay on the part of the Local 
Government Board in dealing with 
applications for loans under this Act 
On the 11th inst. an application for a 
loan was received fromthe Dublin Cor- 
poration, which was sanctioned five 
days later. I am authorised by my hon. 
friend the Financial Secretary to say 


| that no complaint of delay on the part 


of the Treasury has reached him, but if 


the hon. Member will communicate’ to 
i 
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him particulars of any case in which 
avoidable delay is alleged to have 
occurred, my hon. friend will have the 
matter investigated. 


(Juestions. 


Marine Works (Ireland) Bill. 

CoLoNeL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Marine 
Works Bill will permit of money being 
advanced under it for important works 
on the larger Irish lakes; and, if not, 
will the Government introduce an 
Amendment to that effect: if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the resolution of 
the Tuam District Board, pressing the 
question of Government assistance toa 
bridge between Knockferry and Clydagh, 
spanning Lough Corrib at its narrowest 


part; and if such a bridge has long 
been advocated as essential to the 


development of the county of Galway ; 
and will he take steps to expedite the 
carrying out of this proposal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think an 
Amendment of the character suggested 
would be germane to the Bill. 


United Irish League and the Cork 
Court House. 

Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Irelandif his attention has 
been drawn to the fact that a meeting 
of a branch of the United Irish League 
took possession of the Court House at 
Cork, on Friday 18th, in the control of 
His Majesty’s High Sheriff, and _pro- 
ceeded to hold a meeting there and to 
deliver speeches ; and will he state what 
action will be taken in respect of such 
conduct, and also in respect of such 
speeches. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, my atten- 
tion has been called to this matter. It 
is the undoubted duty of a High Sheriff 
to see that a court house in his custody 
is only used by the County Council 
for the execution of their duties. 
In this case the County Council, having 
met at noon, converted itself at 1.30 
into a political meeting—a proceeding as 
disingenuous as it was discreditable to a 
public body. On the previous evening 
the High Sheriff despatched a telegram 
to the Under Secretary, as representing 
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the Executive Government, in which he © 











(Juestions. 


stated that a meeting of the United 


Irish League was announced for the next 4 


day in the County Council Chamber, 
and asking for instructions. The tele. 
gram did not reach Dublin Castle until 
five minutes to eight. It revealed ay 
imperfect appreciation of the duties and 
responsibilities of a Sheriff, but I ought 
in fairness to add that the manceuvre to 
which the County Council descended was 
calculated to confuse the issue. This 
statement of the position will, I hope, 
convince the hon. Member tkat the re- 
mainder of his Question cannot be dealt 
with by way of question and answer. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
As | was present at the meeting, and was 
cognisant of all the facts which led up to 
it, may I be allowed to ask the right. 
hon. Gentleman whether it is not the 
fact that this convention of delegates 
from all parts of the county of Cork was 
publicly announced in all the newspapers 
four or five days in advance, to be held 
in the County Council Chamber on that 
date ; and whether it is not the fact that 
the County Council did not resolve itself 
into a political meeting at all, but that, 
on the contrary, the Council Chamber 
was occupied by a _ body of several 
hundred delegates, who appointed a 
chairman and secretary in the ordinary 
way ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My information is 
of an opposite character. My information 
is that it was put about that this meeting 
was to be held in the Assembly Rooms; 
and I may note that the Frecmun’s 
Journal, which, I believe, more or less 
accurately represents the views of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman, in_ its 
report the next day described this very 
manceuyvre with eulogy, and attributed it 
to the chairman, who was described as an 
astute campaigner. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman permit me to send 
him copies of newspapers published in 
Dublin and Cork four or five days in 
advance of the meeting, stating that the 
meeting would be held in the County 
Council Chamber ! 
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(Juestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Of course I will 
accept any such communication from the 
hon. and learned Member. But assuming, 
as] now do, that that is the case, I am 
the more at a loss to understand the 
perplexity of the Sheriff. 


Mr. MOORE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the local police authority in 
Cork refused to supply the Sheriff of that 
county with the requisite force for the 
discharge of his duty in controlling the 
court-house ; and whether he will state 
what action he proposes to take. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Disturbance at Scarva, Antrim. 

Mr. MOORE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that on the 14th 
July the Nationalists in the neighbour- 
hood of Scarva prevented the passage of 
thesick ambulance, conveying, or proceed- 
ing for the conveyance of, patients to the 
infirmary at Banbridge; and whether 
instructions will be given to the 
authorities to secure free, passage along 
this road in the future. ~ 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): At 
the same time may I ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that an 
epidemic of typhoid fever prevails at 
Laurelvale, Tandragee; that on 14th 


July an ambulance van, conveying 
typhoid patients to the Banbridge 


Union Hospital, was stopped on the 
highway by a mob, headed by two 
men named Hugh Campbell and 
Michael Leary, who obliged the driver 
tomake a detour of three miles in order 
to reach the hospital with the patients ; 
and, seeing that it has been the custom 
ot the Nationalists for years to close 
the leading road between Scarva and 
Banbridge on the occasion of what is 
known as the sham fight at Scarva, 
whether it is intended to prosecute these 
men, and to take steps to prevent a 
tecurrence of such outrages in that 
district. 

_ MR. WYNDHAM: Proceedings are 
‘eng taken against the two persons 
who stopped an ambulance on the 
highway. That being so, it would not 
€ proper for me to discuss any of the 
ircumstances of the case. 
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'= Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 8.): is 
it not the fact that this ambulance was 
several times allowed to pass along the road 
on the day in question? Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the stopping it 
has been publicly repudiated by the 
leading residents of the district ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Obviously it would 
not be proper for me _ to discuss 
suggestions of that kind, and to refuse 
to discuss other suggestions bearing 
on the case. 


S.): 
the 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
To ask the Chief Secretary to 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the assault 
upon Mr. Alexander Moore by Roman 
Catholics on the public road at Scarva, 
on the 14th July, when his bicycle was 
smashed, and he was forced to go round 
by another road; and whether any steps 
have been taken to arrest the persons 
who were engaged in this assault. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. Pro- 
ceedings are being taken against Mr. 
Moore's assailants. 


Official Assignees in Bankruptcy—Mr. 
Knox McEntire. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chiet Sec- 
retary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he aware that the 
official assignees in 1893, 1896, and in 
1899 tried unsuccessfully to get the 
terms of Order No. 255 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules, which provides that no_ official 
assignee shall, directly indirectly, 
carry on any trade or business, or hold, 
or be engaged}in, any office or employment 
other than his said office and employment 
as official assignee, altered ; and, seeing 
that one of the official assignees, Mr. 
Alexander Knox McEntire, has been 
permitted to give evidence as an expert 
in handwriting under the Criminal Law 
and Procedure (Ireland) Act and on other 
occasions, will he state by what authority 
this official was allowed such employ- 
ment. 


is 


or 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The official assignees, I believe, 
sought to have the Rule mentioned 
altered, so as to enable them to act as 


H) 
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Questions. 


official liquidators in the winding-up of 
companies if appointed for that purpose 
by a Chancery Judge, with the consent of 
the Judge for the Court of Bankruptcy. 
Mr. McEntire appeared to give evidence 
on the question of handwriting in two 
prosecutions by the permission of the 
Judge for the Court of Bankruptey, who 
apparently considered that Rule 255 did 
not apply in this case. 


Irish National Board of Education. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland’why the seat 
at the National Board of Education, 
vacated by Archbishop Walsh more than 
twelve months ago, has not been filled. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reasons were 
explained by me when replying, on the 
21st March, toa similar question of the 
hon. Member for West Kerry.+ The 
position has not since changed. © 


Rathkeale Fairs. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that a complaint has been 
made against the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company for not 
supplying sufficient railway accommoda- 
tion to buyers of cattle at Rathkeale Fair 
on Thursday, the 17th July ; and, in view 
of the importance of the Rathkeale 
cattle fairs, will he direct the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to inquire into the 
matter with a view of obliging the com- 
pany to supply more accommodation in 
future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
will inquire into the matter. 


Imperial Taxation and Expenditure in 
Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can state 
the amount of Imperial taxation levied 
in Ireland for the year 1901; and how 
much of it was expended in that country, 
and upon what departments. 

THe, CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): The revenue collected in Ireland 
in the Financial Year 1901-2, and the 





t See (4) Debates, ev., 723. 
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expenditure on Irish services in the same 
period, are shown in the Return recently 
presented. (House of Commons Paper, 
No. 256.) 


(Juestions. 


Royal Hibernian Academy. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether’the Committee‘ to whom it is 
proposed to refer the Public Offices 
(Dublin) Bill will have power to consider 
the claims of the Royal Hibernian 
Academy to secure a new site adjacent 
to the existing art buildings in Dublin, 
seeing that the claims of the Royal 
Hibernian Academy in this respect are 
now Under consideration by the Govern- 
ment. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY(Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): This is per- 
haps hardly a question for me, but I 
should say that such a matter would be 
entirely outside the scope of the Bill. 


Irish Lights Board. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg toask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether it 
is a fact that the Irish Lights Board in 
their new rules contemplate the employ- 
ment of handy men to do tradesmen’s 
work ; and whether he is aware that a 
notice has been issued stating that light 
keepers doing regular skilled artisans’ 
work will be allowed sixpence per hour of 
actual work, provided that they have ob- 
tained a written order from the engineer to 
do the work ; that other keepers assisting 
as helpers will be allowed fourpence per 
hour when such help is really necessary ; 
and will he say whether such an order 
is in accordance with the Fair Wages 
Resolution of this House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I hear 
from the Commissioners of Irish Lights 
that the statement in the hon. Member's 
Question is correct. They inform me 
that it isintended to employ lightkeepers 
to do small jobs in their own time, where 
travelling expenses incurred by sending 
tradesmen would be out of proportion 
to the actual value of the work to be 
done. It does not seem to me that the 
Fair Wages Resolution of this House 
was intended to apply to an arrangement 


of this description. 
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] Me. NANNETTI: Is it intended to 
| extend this system to shore jobs? 


Me. GERALD BALFOUR: I must 


1 isk for notice of that Question. 


Trusts and Bounties—International 
Conference. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the fact that the 
Imperial Russian Government has 
invited an International Uonference to 
ensider the means which should be 
taken to protect International commerce 
against artificial depression by means of 
export bounties, the control of produc- 
tion and output, gambling in futures in 
jood stuffs, silver, and various products ; 
whether he has any official information 
to show that the International Confer- 
ence intends to consider the proceedings 
adopted by trusts and private under- 
takings which tend to influence arti- 
fcially the International market; and 
whether any steps have been taken by 
the British Government to assist at this 
Conference. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): In connec- 
tion with:the Brussels Sugar Conference, 
the Russian Government has suggested 
afresh International Conference to con- 
sider some of the points mentioned by 
the hon. Gentleman. The reply to be 
made by His Majesty’s Government to 
this invitation is under consideration. 


Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill. 
Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he intends to 
proceed with the Committee stage of the 
Food and Drugs Acts Amendment Bill 
before the Adjournment; and, if so, will 
he state upon what day the Bill will be 
taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be 
able to take this Bill before the Adjourn- 
ment, but I cannot give an absolute 
pledge. 


Sir .EDWARD STRACHEY: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman be able to fix 
aday next Monday? Iam sure he will 
recognise the inconvenience to hon. 
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Members on both sides, who are interested 
in this Bill, of not knowing when the 
Bill may come on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will en- 
deavour to give sufficient notice of the 
day. 


Education Grant. 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury when he proposes 
totake the Committee stage of the 
Resolution for the new grant-in-aid for 
education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it can be taken before the Adjournment. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY. 
[19TH ALLOTTED DAy.] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, — 1902-03. 

Crass IT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, be 
granted to His Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending the 51st day of 
March, 1903, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary 
in Dublin and London, and of the Inspec- 
tors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


*(2.30.) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I 
desire, Sir, to move the reduction of the 
salary of the Chief Secretary, which stands 
in my name on the Notice Paper, and to 
found upon this Motion a condemnation 
of the entire system of Irish administra- 
tion carried on by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The right hon. Gentleman has 
now been about two years in Dublin 
Castle, and I think no Englishman ever 
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came over to govern Ireland on_ behalf 
of this Parliament under more favourable 
circumstancesand with largeropportunities. 
First of all, he found Ireland in a state of 
profound peace. By his statements made 
in this House, agrarian crime was lower 
than at any period in the past history of 
Ireland of which we have a record, and 
so for as ordinary crime is concerned 

also on his own admission—it had almost 
disappeared from the country. By com- 
parison with any part of the so-called 
United Kingdom, or any other country in 
Europe, Lreland was in a state of absolute 
crimelessness ; the seasons had been fairly 
good, and he himself had certain aftilia- 
tions which disposed certain people to 
look on his administration with some 
degree of sympathy, and to expect from 
him some measure of sympathy with Irish 
aspirations. He represented a Govern- 
ment of enormous and unparalleled 
power—as many of us were aware he 
was possessed of considerable knowledge 
of Ireland, and, as everybody knew, he 
was a man of great ability. Now, he has 
had a fair trial; he has had two years 
experience in his effort to govern Ireland ; 
therefore ample time has elapsed to 
enable any man to form a fair estimate 
of his success. Adequate time has 
been allowed for any man to answer 
this question impartially: What has the 
right hon. Gentleman done ? What has 
he tried to do for the benefit of the 
Irish people, to govern whom he was sent 
toourcountry! What has he done? What 
has he tried to do to conciliate Ireland 
to the Empire, in whose interest he was 
sent to govern the Irish people? If such 
a man, under conditions such as these, 
has absolutely failed in his efforts to 
govern Ireland, has done absolutely 
nothing for Ireland, absolutely nothing 
for the Empire, and if the Irish problem 
today is more pressing and more per- 
plexing to English statesmanship, and 
more dangerous to the Empire, than it 
has been in the immediate past, surely 
thoughtful men must be inclined to admit 
our plea when we say that the govern- 
ment of Ireland by England, even when 
carried on through the medium of the 
ablest Englishman, and under the most 
favourable conditions, is an absolute im- 
possibility. Now, Sir, I say that of all 


[rish administrations of which I, at any 

rate, have had any knowledge for the 

last quarter of a century in Ireland, that 

of the right hon. Gentleman has been the 
Mr. John Redmond, 
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most colossal failure. So far from bene. 
fiting Ireland, it has injured Ireland ; so 
far from  conciliating Ireland to the 
Empire, it has exasperated and embittered 
the relations between the two countries, 
When the right hon. Gentleman went to 
Dublin Castle he found Ireland in a state 
of profound peace. Although—thank 
God !—he has not succeeded in bringing 
about a recrudescence of crime in the 
country, still he has to face a country 
profoundly stirred and seething with dis- 
appointment, discontent, and the spirit 
of revolt. Sir, when he went to Dublin 
Castle he found the ordinary Jaw in 
operation. That ordinary law had been 
in operation in Ireland for eight years, 
and under its operation peace had spread 
through the country and crime had dis- 
appeared. After two years of the rule of 
the right hon. Gentleman, the ordinary 
law, which exists in every part of the 
United Kingdom, is suspended in Ireland ; 
over a large area of the country the con- 
stitution is abrogated, trial by jury is 
abolished, and tribunals—corrupt, servile, 
and degraded — consisting of the paid 
servants of the rigbt hon. Gentleman 
himself, and removable from oftice at 
the right hon. Gentleman’s pleasure, 
are sent up and down through the 
country to convict all the local leaders 
of the people on vague and meaningless 
charges of conspiracy and unlawful 
assembly. And, at the time when this 
kind of thing is going on on the one 
hand, the right hon. Gentleman’s paid 
and trusted police officials, who have 
been detected in the horrible crime of 
sending innocent men to penal servitude 
for brutal offences committed by them- 
selves, have been some of them allowed 
to escape from justice altogether, and 
others of them have been actually 
rewarded by what the right hon. 
Gentleman the other day in this place 
called compassionate allowances, and 
others of them still at this moment are 
retained in the police force and in the 
pay of the Crown. 

When the right hon. Gentleman came to 
Ireland two years azo, the people were full 
of avague hopeof some remedial legislation 
especially dealing with the land question. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself is 
directly responsible for that feeling, 
because he has over and over again 
declared in this House, and outside of 
this House, that land legislation for 
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[reland was an immediate necessity. To- 
day he tells the Irish people that such 
legislation is impossible unless, forsooth, 
the Irish members of this House abrogate 
their funetions and are willing to accept 
as uncontroversial, and allowed to pass 
practically without discussion, the halt- 
ing and inconclusive Land Bill which 
he has placed on the Table of the House. 
One word as to this last point before I 
go to the others. What has been the 
record of the right hon. Gentleman with 
reference to this land question? No 
Nationalist, no land reformer in Ireland, 
ever made a stronger case for immediate 
and sweeping legislation on this land 
question than the right hon. Gentleman 
did in his speech recently in this House. 
He repeatedly stated that a Land Bill, 
which would effectually remedy the 
evils of the present defective system, was 
an immediate necessity, and in in- 
troducing the Land Bill before Parlia- 
ment he made an overwhelming case, a 
case Which he did not present to us but 
tosome of his impatient followers, who 
apparently were reluctant that even an 
hour should be given to this question 
for the complete and immediate remedy 
of the evils of the land system. He 
spoke of the complete breakdown of the 
rent-fixing portion of the present system ; 
he pointed out how, in order to keep the 
country in a perpetual lawsuit, that they 
were paying £140,000 a year to the 
Land Commission, and £1,350,000 a year 
for a police force which, he admitted, 
was necessitated by the existence of the 
present land system, and he said— 

“In spite of these precautions, and notwith- 
standing the passage of forty Land Acts, no 
one can reasonably be expected to be satistied 
with the present state and the future prospects 
of avriculture in Ireland. We cannot leave it 
alone.” 

He spoke of the delay of justice in this 
case as being a denial of justice, and he 
said further— 

“If we look to the rent fixing, we find the 
nuuber of appeals becomimg yearly greater 
than the number disposed of in any one year, 
and if we look to the state-aided purchases we 
see them shrinking before our eyes.” 
Therefore, he made out a complete case 
for a radical remedy being applied to the 
present system of land tenure. But 
what steps of a genuine nature has he 
taken at all to endeavour to obtain 
adequate time, even for the consideration 
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of this question? None whatever. He 
has dangled before the eyes of the Irish 
people a phantom Land Bill, which he 
knew periectly well he could not obtain 
adequate time for the discussion of. The 
introduction of that Land Bill was a 
sham. I stated repeatedly before he 
introduced it that he knew it would be 
impossible to obtain time in this over- 
burdened Imperial Parliament, which 
insists not only on governing the portions 
of the United Kingdom, but on govern- 
ing the Empire, that he would find it 
impossible to obtain adequate time for its 
discussion, and he then came forward 
and made the extraordinary and un- 
paralleled suggestion that this Bill— 
having dropped out a couple of Clauses 
when he found feeling in Ulster was very 
strong against him, a couple of Clauses 
which, I may remind the House, he de- 
clared when he introduced the Bill were 
a vital portion of the Bill, and which we 
would have to swallow or get none—he 
then said that, forsooth, this Bill, should 
be sent upstairs to a Committee as a 
non-controversial measure. Now, I stated 
outside the House, and I repeat it here, 
that in my opinion a more impudent 
and cynical suggestion was never made. 
Non-controversial! Everybody who has 
looked at this Land Bill knows that it is 
in the main a landlord’s Bill, that at the 
best it will be a miserable makeshift, 
and what I have to say to the right hon. 
Gentleman in reference to his Bill is 
this—-he may keep his Bill. In the con- 
test which is going on, and is rapidly 
coming toa head between the tenants 
and the landlords in Ireland, the tenants 
can afford to wait better than the land- 
lord, and we have evidence of that in the 
frantic appeals which are being made by 
the landlords for the passage of this Bill. 
It is quite clear the right hon. Gentle- 
man has yet to learn a lesson from the 
tenantry of Ireland. Up to the present, 
during his two years tenure of oftice, he 
has treated the Irish National move- 
ment with ill-disguised contempt, and he 
has treated the scheme of compulsory 
practice with derision. I venture re- 
spectfully to make a prophecy here, 
that before this day next year his con- 
tempt for the National movement, 
for its strength and overwhelming power, 
will not be quite so great, and that his 
respect for the principle of compulsory 








1027 


purchase will be very much more than it is 
today. Meanwhile, we can afford to allow 
the proceedings of the Government and 
the right hon. Gentleman on this Land Bill 
to stand as the latest and the strongest 
argument for Home Rule—an example 
of a vital grievance affecting the 
lives and fortunes of a whole nation— 
and of a Government with a majority 
of 150 yet unable to deal with it. 
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Let me for a moment turn to the 
administration of the Coercion Act 
by the right hon. Gentleman. I will 


not here repeat the arguments which 
I used the last time we discussed 
this matter, and when, I think, | 
was certainly able to make a strong 
case against the right hon. Gentle- 
man, that without any provocation 
he had revived the provisions of 
this odious Act. I will not go into the 
question of whether he was justified in 
proclaiming these counties or not. | 
ask the House to consider how he has 
administered the Act. How many has 
he prosecuted! Mr. Lowther, I am quite 
sure that the House is in absolute 
ignorance of the faet that since January 
—J] have not thefull figures before me— 
the right hon. Gentleman has imprisoned, 
has succeeded in convicting and im- 
prisoning, between fifty and sixty men. 
If anybody who knows Ireland will take 
the list of these men, he will see that 
they are the local and trusted leaders of 
the people in every part of the country. 
Sir, these men have been imprisoned on 
charges of conspiracy and charges ot 
unlawiul assembly, charges which, of 
course, could not be proved against any 
man in this country, unless the prosecu- 
tion was prepared to abide by the 
arbitrament of a freely chosen jury. 
These men have been convicted by 
magistrates whom I rightly described a 
moment ago as paid servants of the 
prosecutor, the paid servants of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and removable at a 
moment’s notice, without any reason 
given, from their oftice. If nothing else 
has come out of the proceedings of the 
Committee over which the Prime 
Minister presides, which is dealing with 
the case of mv hon. friend the Member 
for North L: itrim, at any rate, this good 
has come from it, that it has shown in the 
most glaring colours how this system has 
worked. Sir, the system of the tribunals 
Mr, John LRedinond. 
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is ludicrous. What happens? The right 
hon. Gentleman makes up his mind 
to prosecute some man for a Speech 
which does not fitin with his views 
of how public controversy should be 
carried on, and he tells his Under 
Secretary, Sir David Harrell, to institute 
a prosecution, and Sir David Harrell 
sends a note to his son who is One of 
these removable magistrates, and he 
tells his son to go down and give 
an impartial trial to the prisoner, 
With that amazing stupidity which 
characterises so many acts at Dublin 
Castle, there was produced before the 
Committee—why in Heaven, no one 
knows—a paper containing the letter 
written by Sir David Harrell to his 
son, telling him to go. Could anything 
be more ridiculous? My hon. friend 
the Member for North Leitrim did 
the proper thing when he appeared 
before that tribunal. I speak not of the 


precise words he used, but he was 
perfectly right in pouring contempt 


and ridicule on it; and I say that no 
man with any self-respect ought to 
plead before these tribunals. These 
tribunals are not Courts of Justice, 
Here we have a Government official 
on a ‘Treasury Bench ordering a 
prosecution ; his Under Secretary sends 
his own son down to try the prisoner, 
and that son is removable at the pleasure 
of the Chief Secretary without any 
reason given. These are not Courts of 
Justice, and I hope the Irish people 
will pour upon them absolute contempt 
with regard to any sentences that may 
be inflicted upon such prisoners, and 
regard them as an honour and not as 
a stigma ; and if they do the right hon. 
Gentleman will find this last weapon in 


the Unionist armoury break in his 
hands. 

These are the proceedings of the 
right hon. Gentleman towards the 


tenants combination. But the tenants 
is not the only combination in Ireland. 
Within the last two or three days there 
have been published somevery remarkable 


documents in the Irish papers. The 
Unionist landlords cannot even trust 
their own officials, because the more 


private and confidential a document, and 
the more it is marked private and con- 
fidential, the more certainly it finds its 
way into our hands. Two private and 
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confidential documents were published | 
the other day from the landlords, and I 
do not intend to dwell at any length 
upon these documents, but I want to 
make one or two points. The first 
document is dated 7th April this year. 
Iask the House to note the date for a 
moment. It is a document to form a 
combination of landlords to be called the 
Land Trust, 1902, which calls for sub- 
scriptions of £100,000, in order to crush 
United Irish League and to provide a 
fund for such actions as those instituted 
by Lord De Freyne against myself and 
others. This document bears the signa- 
tures of Mr. Smith Barry and _ Lord 
Clonbrock. Mr. Smith Barry, according 
to the document, has subscribed £1,000, 
and Lord Clonbrock a large sum also. 
These gentlemen, on the 7th April, issued 
adeclaration of war against the tenants’ 
combination, and on the 14th of April, 
one week afterwards, the same two men— 
Mr. Smith Barry and Lord Clonbrock—as 
Privy Councillors, signed the procla mation 
from Dublin Castle proclaiming Lreland 
under the Coercion Act. ‘That is to say, 
the tenants have got a combination to 
endeavour to get their rights; they meet 
with persecution at the hands of these 
degraded and servile tribunals of the 
right hon. Gentleman in Ireland; they 
areharriedand persecuted ; their meetings 
are broken up; their leaders put in 
prison. ‘The landlords form a combina 
tion, and within a week the two leaders 
of this landlords’ combination are allowed 
in the name of the Government to issue 
a proclamation for suspending the 
ordinary law in Ireland and putting the 
Coercion Act intoforce. Agreater seandal 
was never known, What is to be said 
for the unfortunate and _ well-disposed 
Unionist in this House, or out of it, who 
desires to conciliate the Irish people to 
government by this country ? What can 
he do except hang his head for shame and 
close his mouth? How can any man 
justify such a system of Government ? 
For my part, I am not afraid of the land- 
lords’ combination ; one of these precious 
documents published the other day asked 
the shareholders of the Land Corporation, 
the latest of these combinations, to allow 
their interests to be merged in the new 
concern, and went on to point out that 
their interest in the shares in the old 
company amounted to afew pence. These 
combinations are not paying or successful 
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concerns. We have nothing to fear from 
them. I don’t make any appeal or claim, 


because I know it will be useless, but I 
do make a protest that where there is a 
great trade contest going on between the 
tillers of the soil and the owners of the 
soil that it is a monstrous thing that the 
Government should throw in its weight 
on the landlords’ side, and allow the 
leaders of the landlords’ combination to 
wag the Government as they like, and 
allow Mr. Smith Barry and Lord Clon- 
brock to go into the Irish Oftice and force 
the Government to issue a proclamation 
suspending the ordinary law. 

While these methods are being pur- 
sued against {the people’s combinations, 
against the people in their legal and law- 
ful and constitutional rights of public 
meeting and of open combination, what, I 
ask, is the conduct of the right hon. Gentle- 
man with reference to his own trusted 
police officials when these men are de- 
tected in brutal, inhuman, and disgusting 
crime? The exposure in the Sheridan 
case is like a ray of light thrown upon 
a dark mass of corruption and _ villainy. 
lf the right hon. Gentleman, when he 
made that brief and jaunty reply to 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
imagined that that was the end of the 
Sheridan case, he was greatly mistaken. 
This Sheridan case has got to be 
represented in and outside this House 
until some inkling of the facts penetrates 
into the minds of the people of this 
country. This man Sheridan was a 
policeman in Ireland, and for services 
rendered he was again and again 
rewardéd, until finally he was promoted 
to be sergeant. He was transterred 
from time to time from one part of 
ireland to another, and everywhere he 
went he was noted for his clever 
detection of brutal offences, especially 
the offence of the most brutal character, 
consisting of the mutilation of dumb 
animals. Wherever he went he was 
able to exercise his extraordinary talent. 
In districts where there were no such 
offences known before, shortly after he 
appeared on the scene they began to 
spring up, and he was always able to 
put his hand on the criminal. For 
this he was rewarded again and again, 
until he came to be regarded as a 
pillar of law and order and of the 
Unionist Government. He came also 


to be regarded so highly in the force 
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that the younger members of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary were, as the Chief 
Secretary has told the House, “dazzled ” 
by his abilities. Suddenly, a trumped-up 
charge of a more or less _ trivial 
character—that of having posted up 
u threatening notice—- which was 
brought against a poor tramp of the 
name of Ryan, was so unskilfully done 
—apparently a long course of impunity 
had indneed him to act with less than his 
usual caution—that the prosecution had 
to dismiss the charge against Ryan, and 
were obliged to institute some sort ot 
inquiry against Sheridan; and as the 
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result of that inquiry Sheridan was 
dismissed. Now, the last time this 
subject was under discussion, the 
Attorney General, who muddled up 


the whole case in his reply, seemed to 


imagine that our case against the 
Government was that they did not 


Sheridan for the trumped- 
up charge against Ryan. Nothing of 
the kind. I think myself that they 
ought to have done that ; but that was 
a comparatively trivial matter, and 
possibly the right hon. Gentleman 
exercised the best diseretion he could. 
But that is not our real charge against 
the Government. I ask the Committee 
to understand that | am basing every 
statement I now make on the declara- 
tions of the right hon. Gertleman the 
Chief Secretary in this House, and 
stand ng at that box. After Sheridan 
had been dismissed, and after, | believe, 
in fact, I know, Sheridan was still in 
the country, a gentleman called Irwin, 
who, | think, was a district or county 
inspector—at any rate, an official of the 
po ice—sent to the Chief Secretary a 
report which the right hon. Gentleman 
told us was to the effect that suspicion 
was thrown upon the conviction of 
certain men for certain brutal offences 
in Ireland, in the trial of which the 
chief evidence was that of Sergeant 
Sheridan. ‘These offences were arson 
and the mutilation of cattle. I want 
to know more precisely than has yet 
been given to us what was in that 
report of Irwin. It may be said that 
such reports are confidential, but in 
a case like Sheridan’s, where in- 
famous criminals were protected and 
rewarded, no such plea as official secrecy 
should prevail, and I call, therefore, 
Mr. John Redmond. 
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for the production of Irwin’s report, 
I want to see the date of that report 
and what is in it. I contend that the 
moment that that report was received 
by the Chief Secretary, Sheridan ought 
to have been arrested. What happened 
in this country only the day before 
yesterday? There was the case of a 
police sergeant who made a charge 
against a man of loitering with intent to 
commit a felony. The case was dismissed 
and the policeman was at once arrested 
and put on his trial. As a matter of 
fact, the evidence against the policeman 
broke down. I say that if this had been a 
case of an ordinary policeman in England 
in which the authorities received sucha 
report as had been sent to the Chief 
Secretary about Sheridan, that police- 
man would have been instantly arrested 
and the Government would have done 
their best to get a conviction. 


Sheridan was not arrested, buta private 
inquiry was instituted about his conduct. 
At that inquiry three accomplices— 
three accessories before or after the fact 

three other policemen, accomplices in 
some degree of Sheridan, were examined. 
The Chief Secretary told us that the 
Government were unable to get the 
truth from these three accomplices ex- 
cept on the condition of giving them an 
indemnity, of giving them a_ promise 
that they would be protected. And the 
Chief Secretary exclaimed, * Am I to 
break my word that no injury would be 
done to them?”’ At the private inquiry, 
and by the help of these three accom- 
plices, it was established that Sheridan, 
in his capacity as a police officer, had 
been concerned in crimes of mutilation 
of cattle and setting fire to property, in 
order to win prestige and reward, by 
hounding innocent men to gaol on 
perjured evidence. No one knows, or 
can know, how many cases of that kind 


have occurred. For years this man 
was engaged in detecting the _per- 


petrators of these crimes, and no man 
living can tell how many _ innocent 
men may have been sent to the grave, 
to madness, and to ruin by the action 
of this policeman. But we do know that 
the inquiry established the fact that 
that was what happened in the case of 
four men. Beyond that we know no- 
What occurred in the case of these 
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four men? One of them died imme- 
diately after he left prison ; and it is 
out of the power of any human being 
to give any compensation to him, or to 
eive any real compensation to any of 
his poor family. He died with the 
sigma of crime still upon _ him. 
Another of these wretched, poor men 
actually pleaded guilty to the charge 
laid against him. The Chief Secretary 
told us the other night that the man 


who pleaded guilty was innocent. Can 
Englishmen realise the state of the 


administration of the law in a country 
where such a thing can happen! Here 
isa poor innocent peasant boy, suddenly 
accused of the most heinous crime any 
human beng can conceive of. He 
protests his innocence to his legal ad- 
visers, who say to him, “ Whether 
innocent or not, in God’s name, plead 
guilty.” And why? Because the tri- 
hunal that was to try him had been 
packed by the Attorney General, and 
because he knew, and his legal advisers— 
his solicitor and counsel—knew that he 
had nochance; that the policeman Sheri- 
dan’s word would outweigh any evidence 
of innocence. And, in order to get a 
lighter sentence, he took the not very 
heroic course of telling a lie and saying 
he was guilty. The other two men 
refused to tell a lie. They said that no 
consideration of a lighter sentence would 
induce them to plead guilty of an 
fence of which they were innocent. 
Observe, ninety per cent. of the whole 
population of the district in which the 
trial took place are Catholics, and yet 
sixty Catholic jurors were challenged for 
entering the jury box. This peasant boy 
was tried by a jury entirely composed, 
not merely of Protestants, but of men 
notoriously known to belong to the 
political party bitterly opposed to 
Catholies, and the people of Sligo. Of 
course he was convicted, and equally of 
course the learned judge commended the 
verdict and said there was no doubt 
whatever in the case. ‘That peasant 
boy served out his sentence, and when 
he came out of prison his first act was 
togo before a magistrate and swear an 
ifidavit that he had been wrongly 
onvicted. The right hon. Gentleman 
idmitted, so far as manner was con- 
erned, most handsomely that Dan 
MeGoohan was innocent, and he gave 
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him £100 as compensation. I ask the 
Committee to bear that £100 in mind. 
Sheridan was never tried. He was 
allowed to escape from the country. I 
want a clear and specific answer to this 
question. “Why was he allowed to 
escape?” ; and I will go on repeating it 
inside this House, and outside it, until I 
get an answer. After the result of the 
private inquiry was known, and after it 
had been proved by the evidence of 
his accomplices that he had got poor 
innocent men sent to prison for offences 
they had never committed, but which 
Sheridan and his accomplices had 
committed, is it true that Sheridan was 
walking about free in Ireland and 
England for two months? During that 
period Sheridan had the impudence to 
come to the House and send up 
his card to me; and when I went out to 
see him he told mea story so plausible 
and so cleverly put together that it made 
me very suspicious, and I gave him a 
wide berth. After that the Chief Secre- 
tary knew that Sheridan was going 
about laughing at your law and daring 
you to prosecute him. If the Govern- 
ment had prosecuted him he knew that 
such a flood of light would have been 
thrown upon the whole system of ad- 
ministration of the law in Ireland as 
would have destroyed the blood-stained 
and disgraceful methods of governing 
Ireland. Sheridan has left the country ; 
he was in America a few months ago, 
and I believe he is there yet. You can 
stilltry him if you like. The question 
was aSked the other day of the Attorney 
General whether men accused of perjury 
and arson could not beextradited, and he 
said, “Yes, they could.” Why is not 
Sheridan prosecuted ? 

Now I come to the answer which 
seemed to slip from the Attorney Generat 
somewhat inadvertently, and which, if 
true, raises a still more serious matter. 
I have not the exact words, but what he 
said was to the effect that the indemnity 
given to the three accomplices was of 
such a character that their evidence could 
not be used against Sheridan in a court 
of law. I should be delighted if the 
Chief Secretary was in a position to con- 
tradict that statement. Who has the 
right to give any such indemnity to 
accomplices? Informers and accomplices 
constantly appear in the witness-box in 
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criminal trials, and they necessarily, and 
in most cases very properly, get an 
indemnity— what for? In order 
to punish and convict the worst 
criminal of the lot. What practice can 
be quoted in the whole experience of 
this country in which the accomplices 
are given an indemnity to the effect 
that if they give evidence nothing will be 
done to them, nor will the evidence be 
used against that criminal. It is 
monstrous and absurd, and I want to 
know if any such indemnity was given— 
if so, who gave it: also its exact character, 
whether it will be produced, and what 
right any man, especially the man 
charged with the duty of maintaining 
law and order and of administering 
criminal justice in Ireland, has to condone 
felonies, and to protect and screen the 
perpetrators of inhuman and_ brutal 
offences of this kind. 

Then what happened to the three 
accomplices ? Two have left the force, 
but they were given compassionate 
allowances of £200, Itis acrying shame! 
Here is this brave young peasant, Dan 
MeGoohan, suffering all the torture and 
misery of a conviction for an offence of 
which he was innocent, and to compensate 
him and his family, and to give him if 
possible a new lease of life after his years 
of imprisonment, he is given £100. Yet 
the accomplice in the actual crime gets 
double the amount. 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaAm, Dover): Reid 
got £50. not £200. 


“Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then if 
the particular accomplice in MeGoohan’s 
case did not get £200, apparently the 
other did. 


Mr.WYNDHAM: Notin the McGoohan 
case. 

*~Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There 
were three accomplices, and I myself 
heard the right hon. Gentleman state 
the other day that one of them got a 
compassionate allowance of £200. Is 
that true or false? It is true. What 
are we to think of such an interruption 
as that of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the effect of which, if it had any effect 
at all, must be in the direction of 
indueing the Committee to believe I had 

Mr. John Redmond. 
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made a false statement. The right hon. 
Gentleman says it was not an accomplice 
in the McGoohan case ; then it was in 
the case of the other poor wretches, 
perhaps that of the man whodied. But 
the third accomplice is still wearin 

His Majesty’s uniform, is still in the 
police force, is still engaged, no doubt, on 
all appropriate occasions in harrying 
disorderly and rebellious Nationalists, 
and presiding at celebrations of loyalty 
and good-will in Ireland. This is a 
serious matter, and I will not mince words 
in dealing with it. In my opinion—No. 
I will not say in my opinion at all—] 
charge the Government with having 
hushed up the affair, with being respon- 
sible for letting Sheridan escape from 
justice, with paying hush money 
to two accomplices, and with keeping 
the third man in the pay of the 
Crown, because they dare not face 
an inquiry into the system of corruption, 
perjury, and infamy which is carried on 
in the interests of Dublin Castle by paid 
officials of the right hon. Gentleman. A 
more shameful and infamous transaction 
was never heard of in the whole political 
history of this country. 

I go a step further. Apparently the 
Chiet Secretary himself is directly re 
sponsible for all this. The Attorney 
General the other night, when pressed 
as to why he did not order a prosecution 
of Sheridan with reference to the 
MecGoohan and other cases, said the cax 
had never come before him. {What is 
the meaning of that? The Attorney 
General is the public prosecutor in 
Ireland, and is at the head of the ad- 
ministration of the law. Does he say 
that the Chief Secretary, when he re- 
ceived the report of the private inquiry, 
establishing beyond yea or nay thi 
guilt of Sheridan, withheld that informa- 
tionfrom him? I aecept the right hon. and 
learned Gentlemen’s statement and am 
convinced the case was not put before 
him. But why wasit withheld? Know- 
ing what he did about the Ryan case, is 
it possible or credible that he never even 
asked an innocent question further about 
Sheridan, that without his knowledge 
this secret inquiry was held, and that he 
never heard of Sheridan’s guilt until th: 
matter was dragged into publicity by th 
hon. Memberfor East Mayo last session ! 
At any rate, as far as we can judge from 
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his statement, and that of the Attorney | 


General, the Chief Secretary is directiy 


responsible for this. If so, how does he | 


stand before the world? He prosecutes 
a poor, wretched peasant who may be 
guilty of some act of violence in defence 
of his little home; he imprisons his 
political opponent if he makes a speech 
displeasing to him ; he suspends trial by 
jury in order to convict men as respect- 
able and as honourable as himself; but 
he does not prosecute—on the contrary 
he allows to escape and gives compassion- 
ate allowances to men, police officers, 
his own officials, when they have been 
convicted of these crimes; that is to say, 
he screens and protects the police cattle- 
mutilators, the perjured police officers, 
the Dublin Castle incendiaries, the un- 
mitigated scoundrels who do these almost 
unheard-of offences in order to get pay 
and promotion for themselves by the 
conviction for those offences of innocent 


men before packed juries. I say 
deliberately that if the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot clear himself, and 
he certainly has not done so yet, 


of direct responsibility for the screening 
and protecting of these criminals, he 
mght. for that one act alone, to be 
driven out of public life. I am sure 
that no English statesman 
convicted of similar transactions in 
England, could continue sitting on 
that Bench. But this is only in Ire and, 
and as it is in Ireland, the only sur- 
prising thing is that we had managed 
to obtain any light on this transaction 
at all. Kedress, [ am sure, there will 
be none; full and open inquiry there 
will be none; punishment of the 
criminals there will be none. The one 
result. so far as we are concerned, will 
be to convince the Irish people more 
and more that ‘‘ Sergeant Sheridans” 
are plentiful in Ireland, and that in 
moral guit, at any rate, they are very 
little removed from their Dublin Castle 
paymasters, 

Sir, one defence which Unionist Mem- 
bers, and, I suppose, the Chief Secre- 
tary will make. is that this is ad- 
mittedly a very bad case, but that 
it is an isolated case, and that a similar 
case might happen in the best-governed 
country. Before | sit down let me deal 
with that plea. It is the only plea 
which can be put forward in mitigation 


of this, 
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of this offence. I assert that it does 
not hold good for one moment. I assert 
that it has been the constant practice 
of various English Governments in 
Ireland to avail themselves of the 
services of men, in the police and out 
of the police, who were paid to promote 
crime, and to convict innocent men. 
I might, if I were so unreasonable as 
to detain the House much longer, give a 
number of instances of this kind in 
the last twenty years. Probably some 
of my hon. friends will do so. Let me 
give one shortly to the House, a most 
dramatic case, which is engraven upon 
my memory by the fact that it was 
the first case in which I addressed a 
jury in Ireland after I was called to 
the bar. In September 1887 a gang 
of Moonlighters in the county of Clare 
made a raid on the house of a farmer 
called Sexton. Up to that time the 
neighbourhood had been singularly free 
from crime, and certainly free from 
crimes of this character. The police 
mysteriously got word that this raid 
was going to take place. at this lonely 
house at a particular time, and Head- 
constable Whelehan and a large force 
of police went early in the evening and 
ambushed themselves round the house. 
The Moonlighters arrived with masks on 
their faces, carrying guns, and broke in 
the door of the cabin. The moment 
they got into Sexton’s cabin the police 
closed round and sought to arrest them. 
Unfortunately they did not succeed in 
arresting them all. Some of them got 
through the door, and in the scuttle the 
Head-constable Whelelan received a blow 
from which he died. The men caught 
in the house were put on their trial for 
murder, and I was counsel, defending 
two of the men. The first witness 
produced by the Crown was a man 
named Cullinane who was the captain of 
the Moonlight gang on that occasion. 
He was arrested in the house with his 
gun in his hand, and his mask on his 
face. They knew practically nothing 
about that man, and it was the direct 
result of the cross-examination of that 


man in the witness box that the 
truth came out. And what came 
out? This man, under pressure and 


terror—because he was a coward—swore 
that he had been for six years in the pay 
of the police. He swore that he had 
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concocted this Moonlight riot with the 
unfortunate Head-constable who was 
killed. He swore that a meeting had 
been held just before at which the hon. 
Member for East Mayo spoke, and that 
Whelelan gave him money for this 
particular job, and told him it was 
necessary to get up some outrage in the 
neighbourhood to show the evil result 
of the speech of his hon. friend. In 
pursuance of these orders Cullinan got 
a few wild boys in the neighbourhood 
together, and told them it was necessary 
to do something of this kind to carry out 
the object of the Land League. The 
result ofit all wasthat Cullinane, disguised 
as a Moonlighter, on that occasion 
regarded by his unfortunate youths as a 
pattern of men, was in reality a police- 
man, or, at any rate, in the pay of the 
police having his own transaction with 
the Head-constable. It turned out in 
cross-examination that he was a man of 
most infamous character. He admitted 
that he had been convicted eleven 
times of all sorts of offences—robbery, 
assault, drunkenness, desertion from 
the army, etc., culminating inone horrible 
charge of having committed a criminal 
assault on a little girl five years old. I 
shall never to my dying day forget the 
dramatic incident which occurred in Court. 
He was asked whether he was convicted 
of an assault of this character, and he 
said “ No.” He was pressed, and wavered. 
A record of his convictions was produced, 
and with a dramatic force and _ effect 
which could not be described Judge 
William O’Brien, who was trying the 
case said, “You had better admit it, 
because, as it happens, I was the judge 
who tried you and sentenced you to 
three years imprisonment.” This was 
the man who for six years was the paid 
agent of the police and concocted these 
outrages. Of course nothing could be 
done. I may say in passing that the 
men were all acquitted of murder, but 
were convicted of a Whiteboy offence 
and got terms of imprisonment. No 
human agency could inflict any punish- 
ment upon Head-constable Whelehan, 
who met his death upon that occasion— 
but where is Cullinane? Cullinane has 
escaped. I suppose he has got a £200 
compassionate allowance. I assert that 


Supply—Cwil 


I could mention a score of cases in mv 
own experience similar to the one I have 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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referred to. But if it is an isolated case, 
why need the Government be afraid of a 
full disclosure of the facts? It is because 
it is not an isolated case that you are 
afraid to probe this matier to the bottom. 
It has ever been the same, not only in 
Ireland, but in every country and every 
clime and time where a despotic rue 
has been maintained in a country, in 
opposition to the will of the people who 
are governed, and where the Government 
has always been forced in the long-run 
to rely upon the spy, the informer, the 
agent - provocateur, and the perjurer, 
So it has been in the past history of the 
world, and so it is in Ireland today, and 
that is one of the reasons why the Irish 
people hate, and detest, and loathe your 
rule. That is why they will never 
be satisfied until they have razed Dublin 
Castle to the ground, and driven the 
horde of spies, informers, perjurers and 
agent-provocateurs, who are sheltered 
within its walls. away from the shores 
of their country. For these reasons | 
arraign the administration of the Chief 
Secretary, and I tell him that that 
administration rests under a stigma of 
dishonour and crime. I say that his 
administration, from every point of view, 
has been a failure, and I beg to move 
the reduction of his salary, which stands 
in my name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £1,000."— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


(3.42.) Mr. DEVLIN (Kilkenny,N.), in 
seconding the Motion, said that after the 
powerful indictment of the Chief Secre- 
tary’s administration delivered by the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
his function in addressing the Committee 
was a mere formality. uring his hon. 
and learned friend’s speech it struck 
him that it might be possible for him to 
give the Chief Secretary some informa- 
tion as to Sheridan’s whereabouts. He 
had himself recently been in America, 
and he could {tell the hon. Gentleman 
that if he wanted Sergeant Sheridan 
back in Ireland, he would find him in 
Lowell, Massachusetts. Two or three 


mpassio . L ‘years ago the great heart of England 
this Sheridan case is not an isolated ease. | 


was profoundly moved by the famous 
Dreyius case. ‘They all heard how 
England, in a spirit of justice, was 
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roused in holy indignation at the manner 
in which Captain Dreyfus was treated. 
Here was a case where the argument and 
the evidence was so powerful against 
Sheridan that they would make this a 
Dreytus case throughout England, Scot- 
land, Australia and Canada, unless the 
Chief Secretary met the indictment 
which his hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Waterford had _ presented 
to the House. One thing which the 
supporters of the Chief Secretary prided 
themselves upon was the impartiality 
of his administration. Where was the 
impartiality displaved in the recent 
suppression of public meetings at Ros- 
trevor and Dublin. The Chief Secre- 
tary himself gave orders for the 
breaking up of a public meeting in 
the capital of [reland. He sent police- 
men to bludgeon the citizens of Dublin 
and an Irish Member of Parliament, and 
before doing that he never consulted a 
single civil authority in Dublin as to 
whether his action would be wise or not. 
What did the Chief Seeretary do in the 
case of Rostrevor? Why, he consulted 
the Grand Master of the Orangemen as to 
whether this meeting should take place 
or not. This was the impartial spirit 
which inspired the administration of the 
Chief Secretary. He seconded the Motion, 
because the whole policy of the Chief 
Secretary was to harass the peasantry, to 
suspend constitutional law, to break up 
meetings properly called, to imprison 
Members of Parliament, to pack juries, 
aud to spread outrage in hee com- 
munities, 
in Ireland that the whole Government of 
Ireland was an organised machine, not 
for the suppression, but the creation, of 
crime, that there were Sheridans in every 
county and village in the land, for the 
purpose of destroying the fair fame of 
the country. He was one of the youngest 
Members of the Party, and an indictment 
such as that delivered by his hon. and 
learned friend, the Member for Waterford, 
only made him hate more bitterly and 
fight more determinedly the system under 
which such things were rendered possible 
in Ireland. There were two great com- 
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carried on in Ireland, and it would be 
their duty, whether this House liked it 
or not, to carry on an agitation which 
would compel the Government, by a 
sense of the overmastering power of their 
movement, to give way to the repeated 
claims for justice which had been so 
often desired. The coercion policy of the 
present Chief Secretary would no more 
succeed than had the policies of his pre- 
decessors. In 1882 the Liberal party 
attempted to support the Land League, 
just as the Gentlemen on the Govern- 
ment Benches were endeavouring to 
suppress the United Irish League to- 
day. The Liberal party, then, had be- 
hind them the whoie strength and 


power of the democratic forces in 
England. They had the great genius, 


and the matchless eloquence, of Mr. 
Gladstone to inspire them and to lead 
them on. They tried the policy of 
coercion from 1882 to 1886, but with all 
that power at their back they were 
unable to suppress the Land League, or 
to destroy the spirit that gave it inspira- 
tion. The men now on the Government 
Benches, who had degraded and lowered 
the name of England before all civilised 
humanity, and who had disgraced the 
military prestige of the Empire, with 
only a tithe of English support at their 
back, would not succeed where Mr. 
Gladstone and the powerful forces of the 
Liberal party failed. The power that 
conquered then would conquer now— 
that was the union of the Irish race, 
which was more powerful today than 
ever it was before. Let the landlords 
come on with their combination. There 
were twelve millions of theIrishrace living 
in America who were burning with hate 
of the bad laws and rapacious landlord- 
ism which compelled their ancestors to 
leave their own land. These men were 
the descendants of those who were sent 
away in the famine ships of 1847, and 


they were a co-operative force which the 


hinations in Ireland—that of the harassed | 


peasantry and that of the landlords. 
Why was Smith Barry sitting in the 
Privy Council instead of an Irish dock ? 


Irish tenant farmers could rely upon, in 


}every emergency, to act against the 


whole combination of Dublin Castle and 
the Irish landlords. He _ earnestly 
trusted that even yet the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland would cut himself adrift from 


/the cursed influences of Irish landlord- 


ism—influences which had ruined the 


Here they had a tangible instance of the | reputation of too many Chief Secretaries. 
system under which English rule was| If he did the people of Ireland were 
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generous, and they would forget the 
past, but if he refused to listen to their 
appeal, then the Lrish race would go on 
with this battle, satisfied that in the end 
God would some day bestow upon them 
the priceless blessing of liberty. 


Supply—Civil 


*(3.55.) Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 
S.) said four-fifths of the long speech of 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford were occupied in discussing a thrice- 
told tale. He should have expected, after 
the sweeping denunciation the hon. 
Member had given of the Chief Secre- 
tary’s policy, that he would have had 
some fresh facts to put before the Com- 
mittee. The hon. and learned Member 
charged the right hon. Gentleman in a 
direct manner with having shielded the 
scoundrel Sheridan. Whatever might 
be the opinion of Members of the Com- 
mittee as to the action the Chief Secre- 
tary took about Sheridan, no one who 
heard his speech last year in the debate 
on the Appropriation Bill, and the 
speech he delivered a short time ago in 
regard to this case, could say that there 
was the slightest desire on his part to 


screen that constable. He desired 
to take this opportunity of asking 
his right hon. friend to explain 


the action of the Irish Government in 
relation to some recent occurrences in the 
north of Ireland. A very large demon- 
stration had been arranged to take place 
on the oecasion of an anniversary in 
County Down. | A NAtionaList MEMBER: 
What was the anniversary?} The 
battle of the Boyne. The demonstration 
was arranged to take place in a village, 
where he wastold the majority of the 
inhabitants were of the same religion as 
the great majority of the demonstrators. 
It had been announced for a considerable 
period, and until attention was drawn to 
it by a violent speech or letter, he 
thought by a Roman Catholie curate, 
there was no reason to suppose that it 
would lead to any breach of the peace. 
or that it would not have gone off with 
complete tranquillity. When public at- 
tention was aroused by that speech or 
letter, a counter -demonstration was 
threatened, and what in his judgment 
would have been a very orderly meeting, 
was suddenly transferred by those who 
were desirous of stopping the demonstra- 
tion, into one threatening the public 
Mr. Delvin, 


{COMMONS} 


| meeting being heid. 
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| peace. The resolutions proposed were 
‘neither seditious nor disloyal. They 
were principally resolutions congratulat- 
ing His Majesty on restoration to health, 
and pledging those who were there to 
support him and his successors. It 
seemed to him that it was desirable the 
‘action which the Government took 
should be stated in this House, for there 
was a feeling in Ulster that there wasa 
disparity in the treatment dealt out by 
the Irish Administration, which, while 
favourable to those who had on several 
oceasions in the immediate past held 
meetings at which sedition and disloyalty 
had been preached, came down with a 
heavy hand on those meetings where 
loyal resolutions were to be proposed. 
He, therefore, should like to hear from 
the Chief Secretary what were the 
special circumstances which on this ocea- 
sion induced him to proclaim a meeting 
whose objects were legal and at which in 
ordinary circumstances there need not 
have been apprehended any breach of the 
peace. The local magistrate had decided 
that a comparatively small body of 
police would be required to preserve the 
peace, and that all that was 
was to take the ordinary precaution which 
on many previous occasions had been 
taken by the Lrish Government, namely, 
that a counter-demonstration would not 
be allowed. He was informed that not 
long ago in Armagh a meeting was held 
which was of a character most provocative 
to the vast majority of the people of that 
county, and at which most seditious and 
violent language That 
ing was held with the permission of the 
Government and under the protection of 
the police. It seemed to him that the ac- 
tion which the Government had now taken 
was a direct invitation to those who object 
to loval demonstration toorganise oi: every 
occasion a counter-demonstration, and 
then to appeal to the Castle on the ground 
the peace might occur 


necessary 


Was used, meet- 


that a breach of the 
and get the loyal meeting proclaimed and 
stopped. Of course he was quite pre 
pared to admit that there might have 
heen circumstances which justified the 
Government in taking the action they 
did. He was perfectly willing to admit 
that the object for which the meeting 
was called was innocuous, and that for 
other reasons the Government might be 
inclined to prevent the 


take steps to 


He thought it right, 
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not only on behalf of those whom he 
represented, but in consequence of the 
feeling which existed in the province of 
Ulster, and which had been aggravated 
during the last few weeks, that the hon. 
Gentleman should have an opportunity 
of stating publicly what were the reasons 
which led the Government to take the 
step which he regretted they did. He 
should be glad if the decision and prompti- 
tude which characterised the Government 
on that occasion were signalised in the 
administration of the Irish Government 
not only in Ulster but in the rest of 
Ireland. He had on several previous 
occasions felt it his duty to complain 
that in the West of Ireland—in Con- 
naught and some sections of Munster 
the action of the Executive Government 
had not been of that character which 
inspired the law-abiding inhabitants with 
confidence, and they had allowed organisa- 
tions to spring up which were calculated 
ty intimidate the population, and which 
had for their object the procuring of the 
reaking of contracts. 

The hon.and learned Member who opened 
the debate had spoken of a great trade con- 
test Which was goingon in Ireland. To some 
extent he had given it a proper name. 
lt was a great contest in which the 
agitator, made money by trading on 
the credulity of his dupes, and by means of 
organisations, public meetings,and speeches, 
ndueed them to xo behind their legal con- 
The great case at issue now was 
that of the Associated Estates, and in 
vference to these the United Irish 
League had exerted all its power, and all 
its Influence, to induce the tenants who 
were on good terms with their landlords, 
and behind whom there was pressure of 
inability to pay their rents, to join a 
movement which could only be profitable 
to those engaged in the agitation. The 
ase of the Associated Estates had been 
epresented to Parliament and to the 
people of the country as one in which the 


tracts. 


tenants on the De Freyne property had | 


heen so struck by the enormous disparity 
hetween their position and the position 
on the Dillon estate that they had been 
obliged to band themselves into an 
organisation and to claim a reduction of 
their rents. The right hon. Gentleman 
ud the Government of Ireland had been 
blamed for not having continued the 
policy of purchase, begun on the Dillon 
estate, in the case of the De Freyne 
estate. It had been said that it was on 
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account of the sale of the Dillon estate, 
and the remarkable advantages which the 
Dillon tenants possessed, and which for 
the first time the De Freyne tenants 
were made aware of, that induced the 
De Freyne tenants to join the agitation. 
That view was absolutely absurd. It 
was not the case that it was the first 
time the tenants had become aware of 
the benefits of purchase, because that had 
been going on in the county of Ros- 
common for many years. No less than 
forty-seven estates had been dealt with 
by the Land Commission, by way of 
purchase, in the county of Roscommon, 
and in that particular portion where the 
De Freyne estate was situated, the 
congested portion of Roscommon, eleven 
estates had been dealt with by the 
Purchase Commissioners. So that the 
De Freyne tenants, like other tenants 


in the county of Roscommon, had 
for many years had before them 
the advantages of purchase. Yet all 


this time they had been free trom 
agitation and ready to pay their rent. 
Right in the heart of the De Freyne estate 
on which it was said that an enconomic 
rent could not be paid, a town land was 
sold fourteen years ago and on ita re- 
duced rate was paid by the occupiers. The 
De Freyne estate had been characterised 
by some hon. Members as one which en- 
tirely differed from any other estate in 
Ireland. It had been described as the 
poorest and the most miserable land. 
Well, he had never known any land in 
Ireland subject to agitation which was 
not so described. But this estate was 
by no means of that description. It was 
by no means poor. The hon. Member 
for South Tyrone had said there was no 
such thing as economic rent. There 
were some portions of the West where 
there was a constant struggle between 
the industry of man and the elements 
but that condition did not exist on the 
De Freyvne estate. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5. 
said if he was to be quoted he would like 
to be accurately quoted. He had ad- 
mitted that on the better class land 
there was economic rent; but on the 
small patches of bog land, for which a 
rent of 12s. and 15s. an acre was de- 
manded, there was no economic rent. _ 
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*Mr. MACARTNEY said he was not 

alluding to the Roscommon portion of 
the property. The estate was divided 
into four parts. There were Roscommon 
grass farms, and three other portions on 
which the rent was small. He absolutely 
challenged the hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment as to the rent on those three 
divisions. He had had an opportunity 
of going through the rental of the 
estate and he would give the particulars 
to the Committee. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that hon. 
friends who accompanied him were 
refused all information by the agents. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said that might be 

so but it did not warrant the hon. 
Member coming to that House and telling 
them, as he did, that the average rent 
was 17s. per acre, when he could show 
the House thatit was not one-third of 
that. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) 
Where do the right hon. Gentleman's 
figures come from! 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: From the rental 
book. Lord de Freyne had nothing to 
conceal in connection with his property 
at all. He might refer to another state- 
ment which was as inaccurate as any 
statement could be, viz. that the tenants 
on this property were weighed down by 
hundreds and thousands of pounds of 
arrears which made it impossible for 
them to meet theirengagements. That 
was not the case. On the Frenchpark 
No. 1 there were 506 tenants. ‘The 
rental was £2,587 and there were only 
twenty-eight cases of heavy arrears. 
The average rental per tenant was 
£5 2s. and per acre 6s. 5d. On the 
French part No. 2 there were 439 
tenants. The rental was over £3,000 a 
year, and there were thirty-three cases 
of heavy arrears only. The average 
rental was £7 6s., and per acre 9s. 11d. 
Then there was the Loughglynn portion 

the poorest. There were 524 tenants, 
twenty-nine of whom were in heavy 
arrears. The rental was £2,450. 
The average rental per tenant was 
£4 13s. 6d. and per acre 5s. 6d. 
In the Roscommon division, with only 
forty-nine tenants, there were no heavy 
arrears; The rent was £1,700, the 


Mr. 7. W. Russell. 


average rent per tenant £54, and the 
rate per acre 17s., making the average 
rate tor the whole of the property 7s, 1d, 
It was said that no economic rent was 
possible on the Loughglynn division. He 
would test that statement by taking the 
two standard crops of Ireland—potatoes 
and oats. ‘The potato crop last year was 
one of the finest for the last fifty years. 
The average produce all over Ireland 
was 5°3 tons per acre, which was 30 per 
cent. over the average of the last ten 
years. ‘The first four counties for yield 
last year were Down, Louth, Dublin, 
and Armagh. Then came Roscommon, 
with an average yield of 5} tons per 
acre, well over the average for the 
whole of Ireland, while the yield in 
the Castlereagh Union was actually 
larger than that of the county. As to 
the oat crop, the average yield was 
16 ewt. per acre over the whole of 
Ireland; the average for !oscommon 
was 15 ewt., and for the Castlereagh 
Union 14 ewt. ; whereas in the Clogher 
Union, which was considered to be such 
good land, the yield was only 15} ewt. 

Then it was said the people could not 
pay the rent. In ninety cases Civil 
Bill Decrees had been executed on this 
property in consequence of the combina- 
tion. These extended over thirty-five 
different town-lands, and in eighty-six 
eases, when the County Court bailiff de- 
manded the rent and costs the money 
was paid with the greatest ease, and in 
the remaining cases in which effective 
seizures were made the full amount 
was paid at once. The assertion that 
the costs had been piled upon these people 
was true, but by whom was it done! 
Who was it that was making it impossible 
for some of the De Freyne tenants 
ever to hope to remain in_ their 
homes? The solicitor of the United 
Irish League, Mr. Kilbride. When Lord 
De Freyne commenced his case, Mr. 
Kilbride forced him to serve statements 
of claim and to go through every legal 
formula; he heaped costs upon Lord 
De Freyne, but also upon the tenants, 
without any authority from or consulta- 
tion with them; he then deserted the 
tenants and made no appearance 1D 
Court. He charged Mr. Kilbride with 
having deliberately piled up legal costs 
on the wretched dupes when there was 
no possible defence to the action o 
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Lord De Freyne, and in forcing Lord 
De Freyne to take these steps he was 
oly making it impossible for the 
wretched dupes of the League, and the 
victims of this organisation, to pay the 
rent and the costs as well. Many of 
the men were perfectly able and willing 
to pay the rent, but they were absolutely 
unable to pay costs four times the amount 
they need have been. It would be an 
entire mistake for the Committee to 
suppose that because land was termed 
“hog land” nothing could be grown 
upon it. In the Frenchpark and 
Loughglynn districts he had seen as 
good crops of oats and __ potatoes 
this year as any in the Union of 
Clogher, or any part of his division. 
This bog land gwas extremely produc- 
tive. He mentioned the case of a tenant 
who paid 4s. as the rent of his holding, 
and who had on the property crops of 
potatoes and oats, with two cows, a calf, 
a donkey, and two pigs, with turf free. 
Tha: was not an exceptional case, and in 
every instance in which there was any 
evidence of labour or trouble having 
been taken on the holding, the difference 
could be seen between that and the 
neighbouring holding. What had made 
the mischief? It was the fact that for 
months in the year the men did nothing. 
They put in the crop and went to 
England in May; they returned in 
November, and from November to May 
they did nothing but wander about the 
country after the agitators, wasting their 
ioney and making the fortune of the 
whisky-shop keepers in certain districts. 
He would not ask the Committee to 
accept his judgment as to the value of 
the land. One could not properly value 
land by just walking over it, but by 
looking at the condition of the stock a 
very fair conclusion as to the inherent 
qualities of the soil could be arrived at. 
he whole of the stock on this De Freyne 
property was well bred and large, and in 
good condition. Nobody who was a 
judge in agricultural matters could go 
over the property, look at the class of 
stock, and notice the condition it was 
in, without being convinced as to the 
productive properties of the soil. He 
contended that in some parts of this 
property the people were in much easier 
circumstances, and better able to bear the 
stress and conflict of life, than many of the 
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tenants in the higher and colder mountain 
farms of Ulster, Fermanagh, and Tyrone. 
After all, the opinion of the De Freyne 
tenants themselves was worth something 
in considering the value of the land, and 
a large number of them were now farm- 
ing holdings in regard to which they 
had paid considerable sums for the 
tenant-right. He instanced a case of a 
holding of fiftyacres, with a rent of £27, in 
which £297 was paid to the out-going 
tenant ; and another of twelve acres, with 
arent of £5 5s., in which £65 was paid 
fortenantright. Nine-tenthsofthetenants 
were perfectly able to pay the rent. 
The hon. Member for North-West Lanark 
was one of the hon. Members who went 
over to make investigations for them- 
selves. He did not know whether the 
hon. Gentleman was an expert in agri- 
culture or not, but he should be very 
sorry to take his opinion on the condition 
of the De Freyne estate, he not knowing 
the people or the country. The hon. 
Member had been to Ballaghaderecn. 
and said although there were in that 
place seventy-three public houses, it 
would be difficult to believe they were 
actually public houses. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): What I said was that a large 
number of the so-called public houses 
were not by any means what English 
Members of this House would understand 
by public houses, and that the persons 
who kept them were largely concerned 
in selling other things, such as groceries 
and provisions, and the like. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY admitted that 
the Ballaghadereen public houses were 
not such as hon. Members themselves 
would patronise, nevertheless he 
confident that if the hon. Member was 
in the place on fair days he would see 
that they were very well patronised by 
the people. The people of Balaghadereen 
had been represented as the poorest of 
the poor. But in 1894 there were 465 
savings bank depositors with a total sum 
to their credit of £19,115, whereas in 


vas 


Antrim the savings bank depositors, 
through 505 in number, had only 
£13,112 to their credit. The con- 
clusion he had come to was that the 


hon. Members from England who recently 
_ paid a visit to this part of Ireland were 
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not likely to carry away very accurate 
impressions. They did not know the 
conditions in which the Irish farmer and 
labourer chose to live—conditions which 
were not accepted in England or Scotland ; 
and the actual position of a man could 
not be guessed from his appearance. 
The tenants on the De Freyne estate, 
who were able to pay their rents, had 
been forced into this combination by 
intimidation, by public meetings, and 
midnight bands. They had been intimi- 
dated all through last winter with such 
effect that a responsible person had told 
him that his parishioners would have 
been guilty of any folly. The condition 
of terror and fear in which the tenants 
of the De Freyne estate lived last year 
was greater than that in 1887 when 
intimidation was at its height. 


Supply—Civil 


the agitators, but also the victims of the 
Government; for, if the (rovernment 
had taken steps earlier, the agitating 


a poor man, would easily be brought to 


his knees; but fortunately that had not | : 
; ater - | appointment among the Orangemen in 


More than a doz | 
lore than a dozen of | the morning. 


‘in the 


been the case. 
Lord De Freyne’s tenants were now on 
the roadside, and the Government bore 
a great weight of responsibility in respect 
of those tenants. He hoped that in the 


stronger position which the right hon. | 
(rentleman was to occupy, he would grip | 


the arganisation with a firmer hand, or 
its victims would multiply. He must 
make law and order respected, and 
establish the conviction that peaceful 
and law-abiding persons would be pro- 


tected and net handed over to the 
agitators. 
*(4.40) Mr. MACVEAGH (Down 


Co., 5.) said that the right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just addressed the (om- 
mittee indulged it with figures which 
he had obtained from the De Frevne 
Kstate Office. It was a great pity that 
that information was denied to English 
hon. Members who had recently visited 
the estate. , 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said that Lord 
De Freyne’s complaint was that those 
hon. Gentlemen never went near him, 
though he would have been glad to 
give them every information. 

Mr. Mucartne u. 


‘COMMONS} 





But | 
these men were not only the dupes of | 


*teeghte jat the 
organisation would have got no_ hold. | 


It was at Lord De Freyne,.as | age i : 
t was thought that Lord De Freyne, as | ¢),, proclamation of the demonstration 


| hon. 
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*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that 
it was only fair to say that they were 
invited to see Lord De Freyne by Mr. 
Flanagan, who was anxious to give them 
particulars but forbidden by Lord De 
Freyne to do so. 


*Mr. MACVEAGH said the estate 
books were, as a matter of fact, kept not 
by Lord De Freyne, but by the agent, 
and Lord De Freyne, as another matter 
of fact, was abroad at the time. The 
right hon. Member had dealt with the 
figures in so involved a manner that it 
had _ been impossible to understand them. 
The right hon. Gentleman had &tated 
that the tenants of the De Freyne 
estate, after ther return from England, 
spent a large part of their time in 
running after the agitators, but they 
ran after the agitators in quite a 
different way to certain gentleman 
who ran after hon. Members opposite 
on the 12th of July. He was surprised 
mildness of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s protest in reference to 


at Rostrevor, and there would be dis- 
From what he had read 
Ulster papers he had feared 
that the Chief Secretary and the right 
Gentleman might have almost 
come to fisticuffs, but the right hon. 
Gentleman's protest had been almost 
as mild as mother’s milk. it was very 
different to what appeared in the news- 
papers of Armagh. He had in_ his 
hands some extracts from the frvivqh 
Stundurd and he was very glad to see 
the representatives of North Armagh 
and Mid Armagh were in their places, 
because, having been elected witli the 
aid of that paper, they would not dare to 
repudiate these sentiments— 

“This is a time for plain speakin, 
Balfour brothers and the present 
Secretary have again and again betrayed 
Unionist interests, and Ulster Unionists have 
suffered in silence. But there comes a ‘ime 
when submission to wrong beeomes a crime, 
and when every man imbued with the spirit 
of personal liberty will resist even to force 
the deprivation of his legitimate rights. 


The 


Chief 


/and again it said— 


“Treason jis to be encouraged with the 


| sunshine of officiel favour; loyalty i- to be 
ground down. 


It is a matter of notoriety that 
already there exists amongst the re-pectable 
part of Irish society the most intense dissatis- 
faction with Mr. Wyndham and his menage- 


| ment of Lrish affairs.” 
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Then came a passage which he apologised 
jor reading, and which, for downright 
vulgarity surpassed anything he had 
ever seen— 

“Mr. Wyndham is a dilettante, who owes 
his political position to the influence of his 
wife, the Countess of Grosvenor, and to the 
fact that he was Mr. Arthur Balfour’s devil. 
He has been a lamentable failure at the Irish 
(fice, and has shown himself to be utterly out 
{tone with Irish sentiment, and incompetent 
deal with the existing state of Irish affairs.” 


Yo better argument in favour of the 
reduction of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
alary could be advanced than these 
yuotations of the views of the Armagh 
sandard, which would not be repudiated 
iy either Member for Armagh, and which 
thus showed that Irish opinion was unani- 
mous upon that point. This loyalist 
organ Went on to say— 

“Arthur Balfour tried the same policy, and 
jsnatural ability prevented him from carrying 
too far, though it was, perhaps, a fortunate 
thing for his reputation that his change from 
the Irish Office took place when it did. Gerald 
Balfour carried on the policy of ‘ killing with 
kindness,’ and lost the little reputation that he 
ever had. He was taken from the Irish Office 
asa hopeless failure. And ‘hopeless failure’ 
sth- legend writ broad over the administra- 
ton of Mr. Wyndham. Many will be inclined 
wadd treachery and sheer cowardice as dis- 
tinguishing characteristics of Mr. Wyndham’s 
conduct. It has been left for a Unionist 
twvernment, or, rather, for the contemptible 
ward who represents it at the Lrish Office, to 
muzzle the loyalists. We call upon our Parlia- 
mentary representatives to take immediate and 
gorous action in this matter. Mr. Wyndham 
ust be withdrawn from the Lrish Office. He 
is had his chance—a chance which he ought 
never to have had—and has proved himself a 
failure. The opinion of loyal treland has long 
een hostile to him, as every tyro in politics 
snows. ‘Ve are much mistaken if this last 
action will not vo far to bring toa head the 
‘eelings of hostility and distrust with which he 
is long been regarded.” 
fhoss were the views of an Orange 
ewspaper, and he commended them to 
‘ne Yight hon. and gallant Member and 
‘the hon. Member opposite, the repre- 
eutatives of Armagh. The right hon. 
i gallant Member for North Armagh 
ras reported to have said at Lurgan the 
ther day that the Nationalist Members 
Were, “to use a gentle phrase, unbridled 
"uthans, 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
\,) suid he never said anything of the 
‘ind, whatever he might have thought. 
de was alluding to the Nationalist party 
i Rostrevor, who opposed the meeting of 
the Orangemen. 
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*Mr. MACVEAGH said it was not the 
first time the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman had had to complain of being 
misreported. He now appeared, however, 
to have said that it was his (Mr. Mac- 
veagh’s) constituents who were unbridled 
ruftians. 


“CoLONEL SAUNDERSON : 


are. 


So they 


*Mr. MACVEAGH said that unbridled 
ruttians were not confined to his constitu- 
ency. Mr. Arthur Trew, one of the 
leaders of Belfast Protestantism, and who 
might be here in a short time as Memler 
for Belfast, said 

‘** The Chief Secretary was a recreant coward, 
a villainous knave,ta shandy-gatf politician. 
He was neither a loyalist nor a rebel.’ 

With regard to the Rostrevor demonstra- 
tion, English hon. Members might like to 
know what anniversary was being cele- 
brated. It was the anniversary of the 
Battle of the Boyne, fought centuries ago, 
and in which a Dutgh usurper succeeded 
in defeating the lawful King of this reali, 
and the so-called loyalists of Ireland had 
gone on celebrating that event ever since. 
Nationalists had no objection these 
men making fools of themselves in the 


localities in which they were the pre 
dominant partners, but no Government 
had ever allowed them to indulge in their 
drunken orgies in districts in which they 
were an insignificant minority. The 
population of the Rostrevor district was 


about 700, of whom 600 were Cathelics. 
In the town itseli the enrolled met 
of the Orange body scarcely munbered 

hak rs dozen, zt i re- 


x 


more than a 
spectable Protestant had anything to do 
with them. The demonstration, th 
fore, was not local buy imported, and th 
decision to demonstrate in Rostres \ 

arrived at by the Orangemen of Armagh, 


some thirty miles distant. [If it were 
local, Nationalists would not think of 
secking to prevent it, for no ld 
more strongly than they did hat 
minorities had their rights as well as 
majorities ; and that however unpalitalle 


their views may be, the’ minority were 
entitled to express them. But it was a 
ditferent matter when it was proposed to 
import some thousands of strangers, 1 
ot them armed, and more of them drunk, 
for the purpose of overawing and territy- 
ing the residents of a district. Rostrevor 
was a resort for invalids—the best health 








1055 


resort in the kingdom. It contained 
numerous sanatoriums and almost in- 
numerable invalids, and just imagine the 
feelings of these invalids at experiencing 
the drum whacking, revolver firing, and 
drunken jamboree of this imported rabble. 
Before proclaiming the Rostrevor meeting 
the Chief Secretary consulted the Earl of 
Erne, Lord High Chief imperial Grand 
Master or something, and Lord Arthur 
Hill, Master of the Orange Light Horse. 
He had never heard of Nationalists being 
consulted about suppressing their meet- 
ings, hut these potentates urged him to 
suppress the Orange meeting. 


Supply—Civil 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON said _ they 
never sanctioned the proclamation, all 
they said was that it was injudicious 
to hold a meeting. 


*Mr. MACV EAGH said that before pro- 
claiming the Rostrevor meeting the Chief 
Secretary consulted twoOrange magnates, 
the Earl of Erne and Lord Arthur Hill, 
He never yet heard of the Chief Secre- 
tary consulting any Nationalist Members 
ubout the proclamation of a Nationalist 
meeting, but this impartial Chief Secre- 
tary, before he suppressed a meeting 
which was bound to lead to disorder and 
riot, considered it proper to consult the 
leaders of the Orange Party before pro- 
claiming the meeting. The prime mover 
in all this was a peripatetic tub thumper 
who called himself “reverend,” but he 
was no more “rev.” than the Chief 
Secretary. This Gentleman made a 
speech in which he said that he and the 
Orangemen had endeavoured to hold a 
meeting, but that a “ crowd of savages”’ 
gathered to prevent them, and he declared 
that on the 12th July he would march, if 
not at the head of 12,000 Orangemen, at 
least he would be second in command. 
He wished to call the attention of the 
Committee to the provocative character of 
the circular which convened this meet- 
ingat Dromore. It concluded by calling 
upon the brethren to assemble in their 
thousands to uphold the principles of 
the Orange institutions. The local press 
freely spoke of the probability of a pitched 
battle taking place between the two 
parties at this meeting. The Committee 
had no idea as to how those Orange 
gatherings were got up- They gathered 
in the tag-rag and bob-tail of the country- 
side and very often paid them. He did 


Mr. MaeVeagh. 
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not often get hold of the private circulars 
of the Orange organisations, but he had 
one in his possession from which the 
following was an extract :— 

‘It has been proposed by the rebels to hold 
a meeting in Dromore on Tuesday, Ist January, 
1884, to promote, as we believe, sedition and 
disloyalty in our county, and we have been 
directed to apply to you for a subscription to 
defray the expenses and transport of loyal 
Protestants, Orangemen, and others, who will 
attend to demonstrate our antagonism. It is 
proposed that any subscriptions sent by various 
contributors be applied in proportion to the 
amounts offered as the then exigencies of the 
case may require, and as the matter is most 
pressing, may we request an answer by vetun 
of post.” 

If they attempted anything of that 
kind in the South or West of Ireland 
every man who took part would be 
locked up, and probably sent to penal 
servitude. After these men met they 
set out, most of them armed with 
revolvers, and many of them drunk. 
Every one knew that this was a common 
thing in the North of Ireland. When 
he put a Question to the right hon. 
Gentleman on the subject of armed 
Orangemen, the answer was that he was 
considering it. They had been “ consider- 
ing” it for a quarter of a century, and 
no doubt they would go on considering 
it for another quarter of acentury. Not 
long ago the Dublin Dwuily Express de- 
scribed one of these gatherings in the 
following terms :— 

“Some pistol shots were fired into the air 
in the outskirts of the crowd, and immediately 
the fire was taken up by several hundred 
persons throughout the vast assemblage. 
Pistols and revolvers were produced on all 
sides, and a continuous tusillade was main 
tained for nearly fifteen minutes. The 
leaders endeavoured to stay the deafening 
discharge, but for some time without effect, 
and one found it hard to imagine that he was 
not a spectator at a sham fight in the Pheenix 
Park. The police and military alike appeared 
amazed at this extraordinary display, which 
the Orangemen appeared to regard as a 
splendid joke.” 

But the most glaring case which had 
recently occurred was at Newry, when 
the Orange party were on the way to 
Varrenpoint. They began firing, a 
usual, out of the train, and two persons 
were injured. It happened that an 
English lawyer was looking on and was 
nearly hit. He immediately took train, 
vowing he should never visit Newry 
again. This was not in South Africa, 


but in Ireland. Three policemen and 
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two civilians had very narrow escapes. 
One arrest was made and what happened ? 
this man was brought up before a packed 
bench of magistrates, and their decision 
yas, that as no evidence had been given 
that the accused fired with the intent to 
maim, they would discharge him. When 
he called attention to the case of this 
man, with his revolver in his hand and 
his pocket stuffed with cartridges, the 
Chief Secretary upheld the decision of the 
magistrates and said it was perfectly 
correct, but he wished to know if the 
ase was going to be allowed to rest 
where it was? Were men _ passing 
through a crowd to be allowed to fire 
revolvers? If so the sooner it was pro- 
aimed for the next gathering of Irish 
landlords the better. The Chief Secretary 
was probably not aware that there was 
onrecord on the journals of the House 
a Motion moved by Lord John Russell 
praying that the King should take such 
measures as he thought necessary for 
the effectual discouragement of Orange 
lodges in Ireland, and this Resolution 
was unanimously agreed to, and the 
King promised to take such measures. 
He recommended these facts to the 
attention of the Committee. 


6.15.) Mr. WILLIAM MOORE 
(Antrim, N.) said he was glad, as an 
Ulster Member, to have the opportunity 
of referring to the policy of the Govern- 
ment in Ireland. He had recently 
been in County Antrim, in Belfast, 
and at the funeral of one whom both 
sides of the House revered, his late 
friend William Johnston. There was 
the greatest dissatisfaction in Ulster at 
the present policy of the Government. 
From the Chief Seeretary’s point of view 
there were three parties in Ireland—first 
the party who considered that the con- 
cessions which from time to time he had 
made to the Nationalist Party in Ireland 
disqualified him for office; second, the 
wider class that offered sympathy to 
the Chief Secretary in the many and 
onerous difficulties and responsibilities of 
his position, and who were anxious to he'p 
him in the interest of the country, and 
not of party merely, in carrying them to 
a successful conclusion ; and third, the 
class represented by hon. Members oppo- 
site who, no matter what might be done 





in the way of agricultural grants, grants 
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for piers and harbours, the extension of 
Local Government, ignoring breaches of 
the law here and winking at it there, 
would accept no benefit from the hand 
of what they called a foreign Minister, 
and nothing that he could docould be 
reasonably expected to satisfy them. 
This policy of concession had been tried 
again and again in Ireland. He did not 
think the Chief Secretary should be con- 
trolled from the party point of view, but 
from the party point of view they 
saw at the last election how it led 
to the loss of two seats in Dublin. 
In the interest of the good govern- 
ment of the country itself it was 
a misfortune that those who formed the 
larger second class to whom he had 
alluded—those who sympathised with the 
difficulties of the Chief Secretary should 
be,driven into the first class. He did 
not say this lightly. There was an idea 
abroad in the North of Ireland, and there 
was no use burking it, that the Govern- 
ment would go to any extreme in mak- 
ing concessions to the Nationalists at the 
expense of their own supporters. There 
was the question of the claim of the 
moderator of the Presbyterian Church. 
That might seem a small matter, but it 
was one which was deeply felt by the 
ministers of that church. It was believed 
that if the moderator had been a bishop 
of the church to which hon. Members 
opposite belonged his claim would have 
been settled at once. He would give 
another instance—these straws showed 
how the wind blew. A small disturbance 
took place in County Down. It was not 
a political matter at all: but un- 
fortunately the newly elected Member 
for South Down discovered that two or 
three of the persons charged belonged to 
an Orange institution, and he began to 


| ask Questions in the House as to when 


proceedings would be taken, in which he 
was assisted by the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. The result was that, 
instead of these men being prosecuted at 
petty sessions for disorderly conduct, 
they were tried for riotous conduct at 
the Assizes, where the case was laughed 
out of court. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: How many jurors 
were ordered by the Crcwn to stand 
aside in the Orange trial ? 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said the 
question of jurors being ordered to stand 
aside did not arise here. That prosecution 
was largely due to the political interest 
taken in it by the hon. Member for South 
Down, and the feeling was general in 
the North of Ireland that if these prisoners 
had been Nationalists instead of 
Orangemen proceedings at petty sessions 
would have been resorted to. With 
regard to the Rostrevor case the hon. 
Member said the Orange celebration at 
that place had been jeered at, but there 
was nothing peculiar in choosing that 
place for a holiday. Rostrevor was on 
the coast, and it was the place to which 
Sunday Schools, Foresters, Gardeners, 
and religious and philanthropic societies 
took their outing. He had received an 
aceount of the disturbance which took 
place from an educated man, a civil 
servant, who stated that he was in 
Rostrevor on a biecyele tour. He found 
in the market place a band of men 
armed with pitchtorks, staves, and clubs, 
and there was a kind of expectancy on 
thei: On inquiring what this 
meant le was informed that they were 
Waiting tor the Orangemen who were 
coming through Rostrevor. There 
were only about half a dozen policemen 
in the town, and being unable to pre- 
vent a disturbance a free fight took 
place lt had been stated that the 
men who were brought into the town 
broke the chapel windows, but on in- 
quiry it was discovered that there was 
no foundation tor the allegation. With 
regard to the occurrence at Rostrevor, 
he said that there was a breach of the 
peace last year, and it was the duty of 
the Government, when this year they 
found that the Orangemen had made 
arrangements for their meeting weeks 
in advance, to see that there should be no 
breach ot the peace. A branch of the 
United Irish League in the locality 


faces. 


declared they would not permit an 
Orange procession at Rostrevor. ‘The 
peace might have been preserved by 


preventing the erowds from meeting. 
it was not the case that they had not 
a force to prevent a breach of the peace. 
they brought down not only a large 
number of police, but a regiment of 
soldiers: but the result was that because 
bogus Nationalist opposition meeting 


> a 


wis announced, the Government, to get 


{COMMONS} 


‘and he hoped his right hon. 


Service Estimates. 


out of the difficulty, proclaimed both 
meetings. That had given rise to much 
dissatisfaction in the North of Ireland, 
friend 
would give some explanation of the 
action he took, if explanation there 
could be. He maintained that the police 
and the soldiers ought to have been 
moved to the approaches to the town so 
as to prevent a breach of the peace. No 
doubt they would be told that the 
Government were impartial because 
they had proclaimed both meetings. 
But suppose a sentry found two men 
approaching his post, a friend and a foe, 
and he shot each of them, that might be 
called impartiality, but it would be 
neither patriotic or politic. Here was g 
loyal body about to meet to proclaim its 
devotion and fealty to the Crown, and it 
was put on the same level as a disloyal 
United Irish League Meeting, and 
proclaimed! He contended that im- 
partiality, when it was relied upon, must 
have some regard to precedent. Now 
what were the precedents ? He supposed 
there was no city in which party feeling 
ran so high as in Belfast ; yet in 1898 a 
procession of Nationalists was held and 
it passed through the city of Belfast, 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, who 
was in that procession, being protected 
by a great force of police. 


Mr. DILLON (Mavo, E.) said that, as the 
hon. Gentleman had stated, he had been 
present at that meeting, but, as in all 
other like cases, the Government had 
laid down the route to be taken, and 
they were prohibited from going into 
any other part of the city. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he did not 
discuss the question of route ; what he 
said was that the police were there to 
give the hon. Member protection. 
In Donegal there was a question of an 
Orange celebration on the 12th July, and 
the route was laid down by the police 
authorities exactly in the same way as in 
Belfast. In the case of Rostrevor the 
aggressors ought to have been limited to 
their own district. He wished to ask 
what the policy of the Government was 
going to be in the future about these 
meetings ? If there was a threat of a 
counter demonstration by the Nationalists, 
were the Unionist and Loyalist meetings 
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going to be proclaimed ? That was the 
impression in the North of Ireland, and 
it was giving rise to great discontent at 
the present moment. He would take 
another ease which had occurred since the 
Rostrevor event. He referred to a 
Nationalist meeting in Cork which the 
Government objected to and directed the 
High Sheriff of the county, who had 
charge of the safe-guarding of the peace 
in the county, to disperse it; but that 
decision of the Government was flouted 
and ignored by the Nationalist party. On 
Friday last there was a pretended meeting 
of the County Council of Cork in the 
Cork County Court. [Nationalist cries 
of * No.”] He said pretended for this 
reason, that nine members of the County 
Council could not constitute a quorum, 
and there were only nine members of the 
County Council at that meeting on 
Friday morning. It was, however, 
sufficient to give this rump of nine 
members the opportunity to take 
possession of the court house ; 
they proceeded to take the control of the 


{23 Juty 1902} 





and then | 
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had dutifully obeyed the orders given 
to them, to discard these orders in the 
future because there never was any 
intention to enforce them? In the 
North of Ireland they were determined 
to have a test case to see how far the 
Government would proceed with them 
on the same lines. The Committee had 
heard that at the meeting at Rostrevor 
the usual loyal resolutions were to be 
carried, but what was done at Cork? 
At that meeting in Cork the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford made a 
speech in which he said that the people 
ot Ireland were determined to come to 
close quarters with the Government, and 
to make the Government of Ireland by 
England, according to present methods, 


| difficult and dangerous, and in the end 


impossible. The hon. and learned Mem- 


| ber went as near as possible to incite- 


ment to insurrection. Ireland, said the 
hon. and learned Member, would today 
be amply justified in rebelling by force 
of arms if she had the means. But by 
oppression and the ruin of the country 


| she had not the means, and it was not 


room in which they sat for a so-called | 
convention of the United Irish League. 
Now, the control of the court house, as the 


High Court have decided, 
Sheriff. But, as 
the High Sheriff 


judges of the 
vested in the High 
he understood it, when 
went into the court house his 
once challenged by 


Was 


the hon. 


was at 
Member 
the 


out 


an nterloper. It 
Mich Sheriff to carry 


was duty of the 


the ordinary 


| in the power of Irishmen to rebel against 


presence | 
| oppression, absolutely impossible. 
for Cork as an interrupter and | 


the present system. It was, however. 
in their power, if they had the courage 
to do it, to make the present syster, 
which was a mixture of coercion and 
These 
sentiments were spoken in the court 
house of Cork in defiance of the High 
Sheriff with Dublin Castle at his back. 
What action was the Government going 
He acknow- 


to take in that matter? 
ledged the courtesy with which hon. 
Members opposite had heard him, but 


| he was only expressing what the feeling 


lav and to exclude this gathering from 
the court house under express directions 
from the Castle. From the answer which 
his im hon. friend had given to a 
Question of his that day, he understood 
that the High Sheritf called upon the | 
local police to assist him in clearing the 
cout house, and it appeared from the 
reports in the newspapers that the 

refused to assist the High 
Sheriff in the discharge of his 
duty Now, he had heard it said 


over and over again in Belfast, and in 
Ulster generally, during the last three 
or tour days, that it would be interesting 
t») see how, in the case of this open 
defiance and flouting of the law by the 
Nationalists in Cork, the Government 
rould proceed to enforce respect for their 
|Laughter.| He did not 
why hon. Members opposite should laugh. 
Would it be left to the Orangemen, who 


orders, know 


was of those with whom he was coming 
in daily contact in his own home, and 
he trusted that the opportunity would 
be given to his right hon. friend to 
clear up the apprehensions which were 
so prevalent in the North of Ireland. 

HALDANE (Haddington- 


(5.38.) Mr. 


| shire) said that although he was not an 


| Irish Member the conditions of Irish ad 


' ministration had a profound interest for 


him, as indeed it ought to have for all of 
them. In every other part of the British 
Empire they saw progress, or at least 
hope. In South Africa, after the pro- 
longed and bitter war had come to an 
end, there were elements of hope tor the 
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future. But in Ireland there seemed to been made scapegoats. He felt deep 
be no grounds for such hope. Chief sympathy with men like Lord De 


Secretary after Chief Secretary had ap- 
peared on the scene with the ambition 
to do his best fer Ireland, with the hope 
—the vain hope—that things would 
improve in the course of his administra- 
tion, only to find that at the end of his 
period things remained as they were when 
he entered into office. The debate to 
which they had listened was an illustra- 
tion of the extreme difficulty in which 
every Chief Secretary was placed. The 
present Chief Secretary was blamed from 
both sides. They had heard the right 
hon. Gentleman blamed severely on one 
side for what was called the weak- 
ness and vacillation of his policy, and 
then there was a most powerful attack 
made upon him for his severity by the 
other side. The fault could not lie in 
the individual. He had listened that 
night to the severe attack upon the 
motives which had inspired the right 
hon. Gentleman's actions in the case of 
Sheridan. He acquitted the right hon. 
Gentleman of any such motives. He 
knew he was a man of the highest char- 
acter, of the greatest idealism, inspired 
by the keenest desire todo his best for 
the country with which he was so closely 
associated by ties of blood ; and yet the 
right hon. Gentleman was in a position 
in which he could give no satisfaction to 
either side of the House. There must be 
some deep-rooted cause for that failure— 
a cause that was not in the individual 
Chief Secretary but in the extraordinary 
difficult situation in Ireland, where there 
were two people separated from each 
other by religion, almost by race, and 
divided in a fashion to which there was 
no parallel in any other part of the 
United Kingdom. In that state of 
things it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to enforce the law, and see that it 
was obeyed; but it was no less their 


duty to bring the administration of the | 


law into harmony with the aspira- 
tions of the majority of the people. 
They never would succeed in the task, 
such as they had got before them, if 
they made themselves the allies of one 
section of the people, and that section 
the minority. He did not wish it to be 
understood that he was without sym- 
pathy with the minority. He thought 


Freyne, and he believed that it would 
be the best investment the British 
Exchequer ever made to get rid of such 
landlords, not on mere terms of q 
commercial bargain, but to give them 
a bonus to clear out. The spectacle of 
one estate where the landlord was able 
to afford improvements and reduce 
rents, contrasted with another estate 
where the landlord was too poor to pari 
with what stood between him and 
poverty, was a state of things that must 
involve discontent. The cheapest thing 
for the peopie in this country would be, 
if necessary, to put their hands in their 
pockets, so as to relieve the situation 
which had created such acute tension 
in some parts of Ireland. 

The first case mentioned in this 
debate was that of Sheridan. The 
hon. and learned Member for Water. 
ford made a speech of great eloquence, 
in which he told a story, which, un- 
fortunately, had been told a hundred 
times before in this House, of the 
breakdown of the machinery of govern- 
ment—of a man of ruffianly character 
getting into a position in which he ought 
not to have been, and abusing that 
position in the most cruel and abominable 
fashion. The hon. and learned Member 
made an attack on the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Chief Secretary which he 
thought was not wholly deserved ; be- 
cause the right hon. Gentleman man- 
fully rose at the earliest moment to 
repudiate altogether the conduct of 
Sheridan, and any desire to shield him. 
But he did think that there was some 
foundation for the criticisms, not of 
the motive of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but of the course which the right hon. 
Gentleman had felt himself forced to 
pursue. The case of Sheridan was a 
very great scandal, but Sheridan was 
dismissed only on the undertaking that 
the witnesses would not be called upon to 
testify against him in a court of justice. 
But though he thought there was no 
ground for criticism of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s motives, he did feel that he 


‘ought to have made an attempt by a 


criminal trial to bring Sheridan to 
justice, and to show to all the world that 
he dissociated himself wholly and utterly 


the unfortunate landlords had often | from the man’s crimes. He did not 


Mr. Haldane. 


— 
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blame the Irish administration as a/|was in this black condition. 
They had a difficult task to| 


whole. 
perform : the Constabulary had shown 
on the whole a desire to do its work with 
energy and ability. But when a_ black 
sheep appeared, the obligation was all the 
greater to sift the matter to the bottom 
and bring the criminal to justice. He 
was keenly aware of the extraordinary 
difficulty in which the Chief Secretary 
was placed. No Irish legislation could 
please both parties in Ireland. It was 
impossible to govern Ireland in these 
days with a wide franchise according to 
the view of the minority. But, on the 
other hand, the Chief Secretary would 
not let himself go in the only direction 
in which it was possible to get the 
Government of Ireland on to a proper 
footing, which was to enlist more and 
more the sympathies of the people to his 
side. He did not believe in the policy of 
coercing British opinion. Hon. Members 
irom Ireland put themselves in antagon- 
ism to their own interests by alienating, 
as they constantly did, British opinion. 
[hey did not imagine that the people of 
this country listened to stories like that 
of Sheridan without a feeling of shame, 
and yet the reason such stories were 
received with indifference was not far to 
seek. There was a rooted fear on the 
part of the people of England that, if 
large powers were given to those who re- 
presented the majority in Ireland, they 
would use them to the prejudice of the 
minority. He, for his part, believed 
there was a policy which, if it were 
pursued with continuity and was not 
made the shuttlecock of partisanship, 
could be carried out with alarge measure 
of suecess—the policy which would re- 
sult in the people of Ireland getting the 
largest measure of control over their 
own affairs, and in drawing to them the 
confidence of the people of this country, 
who, when they saw things going step by 
step, and successfully, would be more 
and more ready to assent to a large ex- 
tension of the power of control being 
given to the Irish people. The policy of 
the right hon. Gentleman was a policy of 
making large attempts, which were 
doomed to hopeless failure. He regarded 
the question as a particularly burning 
one, and considered that the time had 
come ‘to put in a better position the 
only part of the British Empire which 
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That was 

only to be done by winning the 
confidence of the people It might 


be said that that wasa difficult matter 


for the right hon. Gentleman to do, but 


it was the policy to follow out, and he 
was not without hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman might before 
long be able to mould his _pelicy 
with regard to Ireland with greater 
authority than at present. It was a con- 
structive policy that Ireland needed. 
The Irish people were reasonably dis- 
appointed with its slowness. They 
wanted something larger, and he wanted 
them to have something larger. He 
believed that if the right hon. Gentleman 
would pursue the policy of extending the 
sphere of administration by the people 
themselves, and would not be afraid of 
bringing forward such measures in a 
bolder fashion than anything that had yet 
been seen, there would be a great mitiga- 
tion of the bitterness that now existed. It 
was a hard burden to put upon the right 
hon. Gentleman. But he was a man of 
originality and imagination; a great 
career was before him; he had a great 
opportunity ; and it was to be wished 
that he would take the opportunity of 
making a clean sweep of some of these 
miserable things of which they had heard 
that day, and in relation to which he was 
made, not to do what was wrong, but to 
soften the position of those who found 
themselves dismissed from the police 
force for a great crime, and to take up an 
attitude towards them which could not 
but alienate the great mass of impartial 
onlookers. He wished the right hon. 
Gentleman could indicate a bolder course 
of administration, a course marked by 
some clear outlook. He had recognised 
in his policy and that of his predecessors 
a tendency towards something better. 
He hoped this tendency would be magnified 
and increased, and the elements of Irish 
policy complained of on the other side 
greatly diminished. They would all, in 
that hope, listen with interest to what the 


right hon. Gentleman had got to say in 


this debate. 


(6.5.) Mr. WYNDHAM : I am afraid 
that I shall have to disappoint the 
right hon. and learned Member who has 
just addressed you. This is not, in my 
opinion, an occasion for laying down a 
constructive policy for Ireland, and 

2Q 
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certainly it is not an occasion on which 
I could, without being charged almost 
with insanity, state that I have found a 
solution of the Irish question which is 
to operate in the course of the next three 
months. Far be it from me—it would 
be impossible for any one—to reply in a 
controversial spirit to the speech which 
the right hon. and learned Member has 
just made. It was a balanced, an im- 
partial, a kind-hearted, and a philosophic 
speech. But I must tell him that 
philosophic impartiality is the quality 
which he will find least appreciated in 
Ireland; and he must himself have 
noticed that those good counsels which 
he gave with philosophic impartiality, 
now to myself and now to hon. Members 
opposite, were received with chilling 
silence. When he was giving advice to 
them I agreed with every word ; when 
he was giving advice to me, I believe 
they were honestly with him; but I 
believe we all felt that this attitude of 
halanced calm was so foreign to anything 
to which we are accustomed in Ireland, 
that even if we did agree we should be 
betraying our ignorance of the whole 
subject if we allowed our enthusiasm to 
carry us away into cheers. The right 
hon. Gentleman's speech was a summary, 
not so much of the debate, as of the 
impressions which the debate had made 
upon him. They were the familiar 
impressions, he told us, that we all 
remembered in debates of this kind. 
But how did this debate begin? The 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford, 
who moved the reduction of the Vote, 
said he found in that Motion an occasion 
for condemning the entire system of 
Government for which I, as Chief Seere- 
tary for the time being, happen to be 
responsible to this House. He followed 
that up with a series of short but sweep- 
ing charges against the police, the magis- 


trates, and the Government upon this 
matter, and upon other matters. 
| shall pray for the indulgence of 
the Committee if I trespass on their 
time to make an explanation of the 
position of the Government, which 
is the position of the Government 
which preceded it, and a compre- 


heusive reply to this weighty attack. 
But before I do that, it will be felt that I 
ought to deal with some extraneous and 
separate matters which have been im- 
ported into the general trend of this 
debate. 


Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 


‘ 
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way, and return to the main charge of 


the hon. and learned Member 
Waterford. 

I have been asked categorically 
to state the reason on which the 
Government founded its action at Ros- 
trevor. On August 1 2thlast yearan Orange 
excursion party passed through Rostrevor 
on the way to Warrenpoint. The party 
numbered about 300; they were on 
brakes and = cars. On arriving at 
Rostrevor they sent their vehicles along 
the shore read, which was the usual road 
followed by such parties, and they them- 
selves marched in procession through 
Rostrevor, playing party tunes and shout- 
ing party cries. A_ collision, of course, 
resulted. The police did their best to 
preserve order, but in consequence of this 
unprecedented action on the part of the 
Orange procession—for no procession had 
before marched through their town— 
reprisals were on their return undoubtedly 
made by some of the Catholics, who were 
there in a large majority, and had 
gathered together—incensed, it may be, 
by some exaggerated accounts, as that 
the windows of the chapel had _ been 
broken, or incensed, in any case, because 
an Orange party demonstration, using 
party cries and playing party tunes, had 
gone through a Catholic district which 
had never been traversed by such a party 
before. There were a number of assaults, 
and a number of cross-summonses at the 
next petty sessions at Warrenpoint. The 

Jench, as I hold very wisely, counselled 
the mutual withdrawal of these 
summonses and advised the parties to 
use their best endeavours to live at peace 
in the future. Now, that is the reason 
for the action which the Government has 
taken. You have an Orange procession 
proceeding by a route which has never 
before been followed. You have that 
procession indulging in party tunes and 
cries. You have a Catholic party or 
Nationalist party making reprisals. You 
have a Court of petty sessions making 
the peace and advising them to keep it. 
There had been an unprecedented pro 
vocation, an illegal reprisal, and then a 
counsel of reconciliation. That being 
what took place Jast year, it came to the 
knowledge of the Government that a 
circular was being sent round urging that 
a new Orange demonstration should be 
made at this very place, obviously for the 
purpose of retaliation—of not leaving the 


for 


[ will get them out of the | whole matter where it stood. I, as an 
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individual, might not altogether condemn 
that, recognising it as being a kind of 
temptation to which we all may be liable; 
but as a Minister responsible for the 
government of that country, I held, in 
common with Lord Cadogan, that we 
ought not to allow the setting up of new 
places where each party thought it was 
bound in honour to hold demonstration 
and counter-demonstration year by year. 
A certain number of such places now 
exist. These places it might be imprudent 
and a counsel of perfection to decrease ; 
but we hold as a general rule that new 
incursions into the enemy’s country 
either way should not be allowed when 
their introduction was for the pur- 
pose of provocation or for the pur- 
pose of retaliation. And I would point 
out that that rule is not a new de- 
parture. Ut is a reasonable and logical 
extension of the rule’ which has 
hitherto been followed. [In Belfast, 
where both parties reside, the Executive 
has never allowed the Orange party to 
march through Catholic quarters, or the 
Catholie party to march through Orange 
quarters. But, surely, if that be a sound 
rile, it is a sound extension of it to say 
that an Orange excursion is not to go 
forty miles through intensely Catholic 
districts, or, versa, that a Catholic 
excursion is not to go through Orange 
districts. I do not know whether that 
will be accepted by everybody as satis- 
factory action on the part of the Govern- 
ment, but it will be taken as not being 
assistance to one side or the other, but 
as intended to be a sound rule of 
administration which, in the opinion of 
the Irish Government, it is wise on such 
occasions to follow. 

Then I think the hon. Member for 
North Antrim also raised the question 
of the Cork County Court-housee Iam 
prepared to explain what happened 
there. as there seems to be a good deal 
of doubt upon the subject. There is 
no doubt that the Court-house is in 
the custody of the high sheriff. Baron 
Hughes laid it down in 1867 that the 
‘ustody of the Court-house was entirely 
vested in the high sheriff of the county; 
and Chief Baron Palles, in January, 
1900, said— 

“ [tis an established maxim in our adminis- 
tration of justice that the Court-house is 


ee by virtue of his office, in the high 
sheriff.” 


vice 
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It is clear from the provisions of the 
Local Government Act of 1898 that it is 
not the duty of the sheriff to allow the 
Court-house to be employed for a 
political gathering. There is no shadow 
of doubt that the Court-house cannot be 
employed as a place to hold demonstra- 
tions of a hind that area great scandal 
to all people who wish to see the law 
duly obeyed and reverenced in the 
country. Nobody knows that better 
than the hon. Members who ask what 
right had the sheriff tointervene. [A 
Voice: ‘‘Who built the Court?” ‘‘ Who 
paid for it?’’] Nobody knows it better 
than the hon. Members who this session 
have introduced a Bill, which I think is 
not likely to pass, two clauses of which 
are for the purpose of making that lawful 
which is now unlawful. That Bill 
would not have been introduced if they 
had not been well aware that a Court- 
house under the existing law cannot be 
used ‘for a political meeting. For 
reasons I find it hard to follow, the 
High Sheriff seems to have been in 
doubt as to his responsibilities and his 
duties, clear as they are; and it was 
only late on the evening before the 
meeting that he telegraphed to the Gov- 


ernment for instructions. The High 
Sheriff had no need of instructions. He 


has many duties, of which this is one, but 
there was no more occasion for him to 
ask for instructions in this matter than 
in the execution of a writ. The duty of 
the Government is to give to the sheriff 
all the force needed for his protection, 
but the office upon which he is engaged 
is matter for himself, and not for instrue- 
tion or direction from the Government. 
But I am prepared to allow that in this 
ease there was some difficulty and_per- 
plexity, for the County Council were 
allowed to hold their meeting, and it was 
the duty of the sheriff to allow it. The 
County Council having held a meeting 
at noon, at half-past one that meeting 
was resolved into a meeting of the United 
Irish League. It was not until two 
o'clock that the local police received any 
communication from the high sheriff. 
It was not until three o’clock that they 
were able to collect first some twenty 
and then sixty men. The district in- 
spector then came to the conclusion that 
he ought not, with so small a force, to 
endeavour to disperse a meeting of 800 
persons inside a room with locked doors. 


2Q2 
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[Cries of “ Not locked.”] The inspector 
general, after considering the use he had 
made of his discretion, agreed that the 
district inspector was right under the 
circumstances. But a grave scandal has 
occurred. If hon. Members listened to 
some of the extracts given by the Mem- 
ber for North Antrim from the speech 
made at this meeting by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford, they can 
come to only one conclusion—that the 
whole of the manceuvre and the speeches 
made were calculated to affront, were 
designed to affront, and did affront the 
sentiment of a number of sober, law- 
abiding, peaceful citizens. [Interrup- 
tion.| What a commentary are these 
jeers on the eirenicon of the hon. 
and learned Member for Haddington ! 
If it is held permissible for a _ public 
body elected on a liberal and popu- 


lar franchise, entrusted with grave 
matters of local concern, dispensing 


large sums of money collected in the 
district, and administering large sums 
from the common exchequer—if it be 
permissible, is it tolerable that such 
a body should take part in this tricky 
form of sky-larking, and then make it 
an occasion for delivering speeches which 
are intended to affront the sentiments of 
the great majority of the inhabitants of 
these two islands? That is a matter 
which deserves, and will receive, the 
attention of the Government. 

I pass hastily to some incidental attacks 
which were made in thecourse of thedebate 
upon Mr. Harrei, the resident magis- 
trate who had charge of a Crimes Act 
case at Sligo. Ido not intend to delay 
the Committee long over this matter, 
but I feel bound to resent and reject the 
attacks which have been made upon a 
magistrate who has been faithfully dis- 
charging his duty, and upon the Under 
Secretary for Ireland—that is to say, a 
permanent Civil servant. We generally 
spare Civil servants in our debates in 
this House, and are content to 
attack the political Minister responsible 
for their actions. I think it is deplor- 
able that in the course of this debate one 
allusion after another should have been 
made to the fact that Sir D. Harrel is 
the father of this resident magistrate, Mr. 
Harrel; because those who made the 
allusion, and those who now greet my 
reply with derision, know perfectly well 
that Sir David Harrel acted asany Civil 

Ur. Wyndham. 
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servant in that position must act, as the 
instrument merely of the Executive 
Government to carry out the orders and 
discharge all that is needed to effect the 
policy of the Government of the day. 
[Cries of ‘‘And so did his son.”] It is 
suggested that a peculiar selection was 
made of Mr. Harrel instead of employ- 
ing a magistrate resident in the district. 
I will not elaborate that. I should say 
that Mr. Harrel and Mr. Brown were 
the two obvious selections; but I should 
like to give the Committee the reasons 
which actuated the Government in not 
appointing Mr. Henn to adjudicate in 
this case. It will then be seen by the 
Committee that the Government, far 
from seeking a bench likely to be hostile 
to the hon. Member for North Leitrim, 
avoided purposely including on that 
Bench a man who had been outrage- 
ously attacked in the hon. Member's 
newspaper. The reason why Mr. Henn 
was not appointed was because the news- 
paper with which the hon. Member for 
North Leitrim is closely associated 
attacked him again and again in language 
I scarcely like to repeat in this House. 
The Committee will, I hope, feel the 
propriety of the course followed by the 
Government in not setting up as judge 
an honourable man and an able lawyer 
who had been subjected to vilification 
by the man who was to be tried. [Cries 
of “ Why select Harrel ?”’] 

I think, although I have twice made 
a speech about Sheridan, I ought, 
perhaps, to add a few words this 
afternoon. But they shall be very 
brief, because I have fully stated the 
action taken and the reasons for it, 
and two divisions have been taken in 
the House on the subject. I know I 
have not convinced hon. Members 
opposite that the course I followed was 
the right one, but I have had the 
support of the majority of Members in 
the House, and I do not believe that I 
should have had a majority if the 
House believed that I was fairly accused, 
as I was this afternoon by the hon. 
and learned Member for Wateriord. of 
being guilty of conduct which would 
justify my being driven out of public 
life. 


Mr. JOHNS REDMOND: I stated 
that°if the right hon. Gentleman did 
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not vindicate himself from responsibility | 


for what occurred, then he ought to 
be driven from public life. He has not 
yet done so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have twice 
vindicated myself. The hon. Member 
does not accept my vindication, but 
if | had not succeeded in the sense in 
which he now uses the word, I should 
not have had a majority of hon. 
Members in the House. ‘They did not 
know the facts.”| Let me pick up the 
gravamen of his attack. It was in 
his concluding words: “I charge the 
Government with having hushed up 
this affair.” He began his sentence by 
saving, ‘‘I am of opinion,” and then 
he changed and said, “No, it is 
not a matter of opinion. I charge 
the Government.” Well, my _ reply, 
which is sufficient to meet that charge, 
is that, but for the Government, no 
one in this House would ever have 
heard of Sergeant Sheridan [‘ Oh, 
oh!”] I will run briefly over this much- 
travelled ground. A tramp called 
Ryan was arrested on January 4th 
for posting a threatening notice, a some- 
what trivial offence. The depositions 
were unsatisfactory, and bore upon 
them marks of having been “cooked ” by 
Sheridan and another officer named 
Mahony. The prosecution was aban- 
doned on January 25th, and Ryan was 
released on the 26th. I recommended 
the discharge from the force, without 
chim to pension, of Sheridan and 
Mahony on February 4th, and on the 9th 
they were discharged. Many appeals 
came to the Government from Sheridan, 
many Questions were asked in the House 
during the month of March, but not 
one Question was asked referring. even 
in the remotest degree, to the earlier 
cases which have now been discussed. 
The only reference, as far as I recollect, 
was ‘in a Question from the hon. Member 
for South Leitrim in the early summer 
as to the case ot MeGoohan. I, acting 
for the Government, on looking into 
these earlier cases, advised that there 
should be a secret inquiry in order to 
make reparation, if that were possible, to 
these men in the event of its being shown 
that they had been improperly convicted. 
Two officers were charged with that 
secret investigation on May 18th, and the 
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report of those officers was sent to the 
Irish Government on July 15th. I cannot 
name the day, or even the week, in which 
[ investigated the report myself, but it 
was towards the end of the session, 
when there was a good deal of business 
in the House. I do not know whether 
it was at the end of July or the beginning 
of August that I investigated the report ; 
but my case is, not that I investigated 
the report with a view to the prosecu- 
tion of Sheridan for forgery—I have 
never advanced, and do not now advance, 
the statement that I took the report 
and considered it with a view to the pro- 
secution of Sheridan, who had been dis- 
charged more than five months previously 
—I took it to see if I should be justified 
administratively in making reparation to 
the persons convicted on the evidence 
of Sheridan, to get at the truth, and 
to measure the extent of what seemed to 
me to bea most monstrous evil. If now, 
therefore, I give reasons that might have 
actuated me in not prosecuting Sheridan. 
it is, I admit, something in the nature of 
an e: post fucto statement. The report 
contained no evidence: it was not based 
on evidence; it enforced the moral con- 
viction by its cumulative effect. As | 
stated when this matter was discussed in 
August last, in each case the otticers 
showed that the arrest was made prior 
to the verification of the offender charged. 
I said then, as I say now, that this, 
happening once, would be a wonderful 
coincidence ; that if it occurred twice it 
would be matter for incredulity; and 
that, happening thrice, it became an 
insult to one’s intelligence. I therefore 
felt justified in concluding that the men 
condemned were entitled to reparation. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man says the report contained no evi- 
dence. Does he mean to tell us that no 
evidence was taken during the secret 
inquiry ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
knows perfectly well that statements 
made not on oath are not evidence. I 
now come back to the point raised. 
What is urged is that, having a report 
written by the two officers stating their 
conclusions, I ought at the end of July 
or beginning of August to have set about 
taking depositions from the persons 
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whom they had interviewed. I did 
investigate closely the possibilities of such 
a course. Having discharged fSheridan 
in February, having in May appointed 
two officers to hold an inquiry, with full 
power to arrive at the truth, and they 
having assured the policemen conneeted 
with Sheridan that if they told the truth 
they would not suffer, | felt that it was 
out of the question to put the police 
officers in the witness box. [‘‘Why not ?’’| 
I know hon. Members do not agree with 
me; but they have stated their case 
three times, and I may be allowed to 
state what passed and what was present 
to my mind. | cannot give the terms 
or the words used to these men. They 
were verbal, and they were given to these 
men by those who conducted the inquiry. 
But they were of this character—that, 
when I had the result of the investiga- 
tion, and the account of the means em- 
ployed, before me, I felt, rightly or 
wrongly, that I was bound to keep these 
men in the constabulary if they wished 
toremain. 4 furtiori, [eould not, in my 
opinion, put them into the witness box, 
and even if I had, I could not have com- 
pelled them to give any evidence which 
they were not prepared to give of their 
own free will. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): But they had been parties to 
a crime. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One of them, in 
my opinion, was a party to acrime. The 
other two, in my opinion, knew that 
Sheridan was not speaking the truth, 
and if they had had suthcient moral 
courage they might have exposed him, 
but they did not do so. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: But the right 
hon. Gentleman still thought it desirable 
that they should remain in the constabu- 
lary force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I did not think it 
was desirable. | thought it was a grave 
calamity, and I have so stated. But I 
had to choose between two calamities— 
keeping people in the police force who 
ought not to be kept there, and breaking 
an undertaking which had been given 
by the Government. It was explained 
to these men that if they were kept in 
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the force they could never be used in 
any position of trust. An hon. Member 
said that one of these men was still free 
to interfere with the people of Ireland. 
I stated most explicitly the other day 
that it was explained to them that they 
could never leave the depot; that they 
could, if they liked, go on serving for 
such pay as they were entitled to, but 
that, if they left the force and sought to 
find a place again as honest men, they 
would be allowed to do so, and would be 
given the means for starting afresh. 
That has been derided as giving a com- 
passionate allowance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
the phrase yourself. 


You 


used 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Would the under- 
tuking given to these men, in order to 
arrive at the truth, have been carried out 
if they had been turned out of the force 
in which they were earning high wages, 
cut off from the pension to which they 
were entitled, and turned into the streets 
in the clothes in which they stood? No; 
it was necessary that they should be 
given a certain sum of money. But 
supposing another course had been 
adopted—the course which, I gathered 
the other night, the hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries would himseli 
have recommended. I had it present to 
my mind that, in Ryan’s case, but a few 
montlis before, it had been impracticable 
to take proceedings against Sheridan 
for perjury. It did not occur to me 
that that which was impracticable in 
respect of an offence of five months 
standing would prove more feasible 
in cases all of which were three 
years old, and in which the principal 
witness could not be compelled to go 
into the box and incriminate himself. 
This impression—I ought not to call it a 
conclusion—-was heightened by the fact 
that inthe first case—in Bray’s case—the 
poor man, unfortunately, had died long 
before I ever heard the name of Sergeant 
Sheridan. In the second case—the case 
of Murphy—he had pleaded guilty, and 
any one acquainted with the difficulties 
of proving a charge of perjury will con- 
ceive what slight grounds there were for 
expecting a conviction when you en- 
deavour to prove perjury in a case that 
had been determined previously by due 
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process of law. In the third case— 
\MeGoohan’s case—there was no evidence, 
and no chance of obtaining evidence, 
outside the admissions of Sheridan’s 
accomplices. |McGoohan himself had 
made an affidavit, saying, “I was alone 
that night, and it was impossible for me 
to make a defence or to explain my 
action.”’ What evidence could a man in 
those circumstances give in the box ? 


Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.): Could he 
not swear that he did not*do it ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cumulative 
effect of these three cases was convincing 
tome. But, ina prosecution for perjury, 
each one of these cases would have been 
tried singly on its own merits; andI am 
of opinion—I may be wrong--that if 
each one had been tried singly on its 
own merits, Sheridan would have been 
acquitted—t he jury wouldalmost certainly 
have been divided. Had that been so, 
the results achieved—namely, the making 
of reparation to innocent men, and the 
ridding the force of those who had in 
any degree connived at Sheridan’s mal- 
practices—would most certainly have 
been imperilled. Now, it must seem all 
plain sailing when every hon. Member 
who speaks in this House accepts 
trom me that 1 was the first person 
who had proof that Sheridan was a 
scoundrel, and that he did commit these 
villainies. But, at the time of which we 
are speaxing, that was not the view. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo him- 
self, speaking on August 17 last year, 
made a balanced speech, saying that 


Sheridan was either guilty or the victim 


of some vile conspiracy on the part of 
his brother officers. That went on. 
The Press—what I may call the Nation- 
alist Press—either suggested that Sheri- 


dan was himself an innocent victim, or | 
|It is that that person, who cannot be 


balanced between the two alternatives, 
and more than that, Canon Scully, the 
priest of the parish in Limerick where 
Sheridan had served, wrote a letter, to 
the Dail Independent, I think it was, in 
which he professed his entire belief in 
the innocence of Sheridan, and regarded 
him as being the victim of a conspiracy. 
So that. if Sheridan had been put on his 
trial, you would not have had the gene- 
ral view that he was a_ villain who 
might be condemned with or without 
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legal evidence. You would have had the 
view that he wes an innocent man, who 
himself had been the victim of oppression. 
As far as I can recollect, it was not 
until a letter appeared, written by the 
hon. Member for South Leitrim, who all 
along seems to have held that Sheridan 
was a Villain, in the Daily Independent, 
that Sheridan left the country, and that 
everybody seemed to come round to the 
view, which I have held since July, that 
Sheridan was a villain. 


Mr. LEAMY: Why did you not arrest 


him ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Then this melan- 
choly, deplorable case has been used as 
the starting-point for accusations for 
which there is no foundation at all. We 
have had great indignation of these 
false charges of Sheridan. That indig- 
nation comes from hon. Members who, 
without a shred of evidence, think they 
are entitled to say that Sheridan is but 
a type and a sample ; and, again, it is 
represented that if these men were con- 
victed, as they were although inno- 
cent, it was due to the machinations of 
the Government. Take the case of 
McGoohan. When he was first brought 
up he was remanded by a Justice of the 
Peace, Dr. Mulcahy. He is not a sup- 
porter of the Government. I under- 
stand he is himself a leading Nationalist, 
a member of the United Irish League 
and of the Directory. That p2rson, who 
you cannot say was a prejudiced party, 
accepted Sheridan's story, pressed some- 
what hardly, as I now think, against 
McGoohan, and sent him by his own 
action to be tried at Sligo. [An Irtsu 


| MemBER: What else was he to do as a 


Magistrate ?]. I hope hon. Members will 
allow me to proceed. I do not think 
my point is an imperceptible one. 


considered to have been an agent of the 
Government, was himself at the time of 
opinion that McGoohan was a person 
who ought to be returned for trial, and 
was himself the person who returned 
him for trial at Sligo. We are told that 
Sligo juries are packed, and it has been 
suggested that the Government sent 
McGoohan to be tried at Sligo on that 
account. But on the first jury there 
was a majority of Catholics, and on the 
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second jury, which unanimously came 
to the conclusion that McGoohan was 
guilty, there was again a Catholic and 
a Nationalist, Mr. J. T. O’Brien, of 
Ballymole. He must have been con- 
vinced that McGoohan was not an 
innocent man. The fact is, Sheridan 
deceived the magistrate—he deceived the 
jury at Sligo—he deceived the papers 
which appeared to champion his cause— 
he deceived many hon. Members 
opposite; and it is only when in the 
long run he failed to deceive the Govern- 
ment that all these hon. Members band 
themselves together and make out that 
the Government is alone to blame for 
not having detected this infamy before. 
But the charge that Sheridan is but a 
fair type and sample of the police is one 
which must be repudiated with some 
warmth. Who are the Royal Irish Con- 
stabularly ? The pick and flower of the 
small farmers of the Irish race, related 
by marriage and friendship to all those 
who are most prominent supporters of 
hon. Members opposite. And it is this 
attack that is made on some 11,000 odd 
of the very flower of the nation. It is 
repudiated by some of the most advanced 
organs of opinion in the Press. I havea 
copy of the l’nited Irishman in my hand, 
and I think it goes rather further than 
hon. Members are prepared to go at the 
present moment. It is somewhat of a 
Fenian organ, and not at all friendly to 
the Government. The United Irishman 
regrets the fact that these denunciations 
had been made, and it declares 
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“The Royal Irish Constabulary is a body of 
Irishmen recruited from the Irish people ; bone 
of their bone and flesh of their flesh. The 
typical young constabularyman is Irish of the 
Irish ; Catholic, and (as the word goes) Nation- 
alist; the son of decent parents ; his father a 
Home Rule farmer ; his mother a Home Rule 
farmer’s daughter ; his unclea patriotic priest ; 
his cousin a nun ; his sweetheart the daughter 
of a local Nationalist Distriet Councillor and 
patriotic publican; her uncle again being 
Chairman of the local ‘“* League” branch, and 
the friend of the eloquent and patriotic mem- 
ber for the Division, who asks questions ‘on 
the floor” about the young constabularyman’s 
prospects and grievances. The young con- 
stabularyman subscribes liberally to the 
Church ; he is smiled on by the Irish clergy ; 
he is smiled on by Irish girls ; he is respected 
by the young fellows of the street corner and 
the country cross-roads.” 


But when a debate comes on in this | 


House, the whole Irish National party 
gets up man after man, and would have 
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us believe—of course, we do not believe 
it, and, of course, they do not believe 
it—that a considerable number of the 
Irish constabulary are villains of the 
deepest dye. All through this sad 
business I have never — as it is said, 
two blacks do not make a white— 
besmirched other police forces by bring- 
ing, as I could easily have brought, 
solitary instances of this character as 
painful and, shocking. They are known 
to exist in all large bodies of men; but | 
say this in defence of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, against these unmerited 
and unsubstantiated slanders, that they 
are a body of men of whom every 
Irishman may be legitimately proud. 
There was some derision on the other 
side of the House because the United 
Irishman is a physical force paper. [A 
NATIONALIST MEMBER: Yes, subsidised 
by the Government.] In this House 
hon. Members for Ireland have few 
good words to say for the physical force 
party. [An IrisH MemBer: That is not 
so.} But the hon. Member for North 
Kilkenny who seconded the Motion— 
who only took his seat yeaterday, and 
made a very eloquent speech—when in 
America was at great pains to explain to 
his American audiences that really there 
was that close harmony with the physica! 
force party. Let me quote his words— 

“T myself am of opinion that it is always 
a good thing in Ireland to have not only what 
is known as the constitutional movement, but 
to have also in existence a physical force party, 
even if that spirit is never concreted into 
action.” 

He went on to utter sentiments which 
would fill the right hon. Member for 
Haddington with despair. 

‘““When we have freedom, then will be the 
time for those who think we should destroy the 
last link which binds us to England to operate, 
by whatever means they think best, to achieve 
that great and desirable end. I am quite 
sure I speak for the United [rish League in 
Ireland.” 

This attack on the police reminds me, 
and must remind many in this House, of 
many former debates. No fact in former 
debates ever made a deeper impression 

'on my mind than the fact that in 1893 
Mr. Sexton, who was then a Member of 
this House, moved an Amendment to the 
Home Rule Bill of Mr. Gladstone, m 
order that an Executive responsible toa 
| Dublin Parliament might remain in 
| possession of a central police force. The 
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Bill, as drafted, provided for disbanding 
the Royal Irish Constabulary and for 
trusting to local forces alone. Mr. Sex- 
ton said— 

“Pending the final settlement of the land 
question, there may be disorder in Ireland, 
there may be agrarian trouble in one county or 
another, and it may not be expedient for some 
years to place on the local authorities the re- 
sponsibility of preserving order.” 

The present leader of the Nationalist 
Party supported that Amendment, and 
used these words— 

«The government of [reland under an Irish 
Parliament and an Irish Executive will neces- 
sitate for a considerable time the existence of 
some central police force, which will be quite 
apart from the local forces thar will be created 
inthe ditferent localities. I take the strongest 
possible view ou this question, ard when it 
emes up in another form, on an Amendment 
by the Prime Minister, I will express my 
opinion on the other branch of this subject as 
to whether this force should not be armed and 
drilled within certain limits.” 

The present Prime Minister took notice 
of that, and of the interesting claim of 
the hon. Member that it was impossible 
to govern Ireland, even under Home 
Rule, unless you had an armed and drilled 
police force to assist the Executive in 
protecting liberty and property pending 
the settlement of the land question. 
That is part and parcel of all the other 
incidents which are brought forward, 
such incidents as prosecutions under 
what is called the Statute of Ed-vard III. 
I make no reproach against the right 
hon. Member for Montrose when I say 
that in his time he instituted 279 cases of 
agrarian origin, that in his time he had 
to proclaim some thirty-nine public meet- 
ings, and suppress them by this armed 
and drilled police force, and that his 
conduct elicited the most ruthless con- 
demnation from a number of Nationalist 
newspapers. Ido not refer to that as a 
barren tu quogue argument; I do not 
defend myself against a general impeach- 
ment levelled by the hon. and learned 
Member against the Government by say- 
ing that the same kind of thing was said 
even of the right hon. Member for 
Montrose Burghs. I do it to show that 
under any Administration in Ireland, 
even under an Administration in close 
alliance with the Nationalist Party and 
seeking to satisfy it with Home Rule, 
there is a necessity for a special police 
force, and there is a necessity, if not for 
the use of a special law, at any rate for the 


special use of the law which the right. 
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hon. Gentleman employed. These things 
lead, and must lead, to collisions between 
the people and the police, lead, and must 
lead to such discreditable episodes as 
that in the Court house of Cork; they 
are designed to lead to collision between 
the people and the police ; and then each 
of these instances is taken up and isolated, 
and magnified not as a symptom of Ire- 
land’s unrest, but as the source of it. 
We are told that if you have no police, 
no magistrates, the troubles in the 
country would cease. {Nationalist cries 
of “No!” and “Whoever said that ?”] 
It has been said over and over again 
[“ Never” !] that itis a great mistake to 
have a large force of armed and drilled 
police, that they ought to be, if not dis- 
banded, reduced to narrow limits. It is 
said that their intervention is uncalled- 
for and unprovoked, and that if there 
are collisions it is the fault of the police, 
and the way in which they are handled 
under the Government. Let me take 
one of those incidents, in order to explain, 
and therefore to defend, the conduct of 
the Government by tracing it back to 
its source. Say that a crowd assembles 
to intimidate some individual with a 
band and opprobrious cries; it is not a 
chance crowd—it is one crowd of many, 
the symptom of an organized evil which 
was widespread, and, in old days, was 
significant of far more terrible conse- 
quences than now happily ensue, an evi! 
which would have become general unless 
it had been stopped by the Government 
by the use of special police and also the 
use ofa special law. That single instance 
is isolated, and then a contrast is drawn 
between the government of Ireland and 
the government of England. 


I wish to put this quite dispassionately, 
and I make this‘admission. In England, 
when you have a solitary instance of 
turbulent and intimidatory action being 
taken in connection with some local right 
of ownership or occupation, or with some 
civil right of employment and personal 
liberty, on the first occasion there would 
not be a great number of police on the 
spot. I read only the other day in the 
newspapers of a crowd of 2,000 people, 
who levelled fences and sacked a house 
because they thought they had a right 
of way over the ground on which it was 
built. Again, if any persons were made 
amenable to the law in England because 
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they had been guilty of rioting, when 
first so made amenable they would be 
leniently treated. But if an organised 
attempt was made all over England to 
decide such issues, not by pleadings in 
Law Courts, not by discussions in this 
House, but by deliberate turbulence and 
calculated intimidation, then in England, 
as in Ireland, the police would have to 
be multiplied and organised, in England, 


as in !reland, the Courts would in- 
flict a heavy penalty, and in England, 
as in Ireland, the Government as 
a last resource would have to pass 
and to employ special legislation. 


You cannot easily find a complete parallel 
for the trouble which now exists in Ire- 
land. You find something of the kind 
ona very small seale if you go back to 
the Featherstone riots: you find some- 


thing of the same kind, on a larger scale, 
if you go lack to the Sheffield rattening 
cases ; but to get anything like a parallel 
in the happier annals of this country 
you must go back to the Luddites. 
Most people thought then--everyhody 


thinks now, I sup pose—th: it the Luddites 
were — in thinking they could assist 
labour ly destroying machinery. Most 
of us on thie side of the House think 
that the Irish agitator is wrong in think- 
ing that he can assist Irish agriculture by 
expatriating the landlord and condemn 
ing the tenants to the roadside. But, in 
either measures for protection and 
measures for punishment are not dictated 
by a view of the moral or economical 


case, 


merits or demerits of these controversies | 
they | 


which give rise to such excesses : 
are dictated by the sole duty of protect- 
ing the and liberty of citizens of 
this country, and that plain duty becomes 
enforced and magnified when the problem 


attains a lar ge size. 


persols 


We are charged with bei sing responsible | 


for the trouble in Irel land, because we 
have not passed a peculiar land law 
which would solve all ditticulties: and 


therefore it is said that upon us lies the 
blame. In this country, if legislation of 
a special character were introduced, i 
the interests of the community at ae 
it would be discussed in this House, 
although it might have to wait a session 
or two for an opportunity of being dis- 
cussed; existing rights would be safe- 
guarded, and any attempt to rush this | 


House while that legislation was being 
discussed, or after it was passed, but | 
Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 
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while it was on its trial, in the direction 
| of going further and faster in disturbing 
| existing rights or hypothecating public 
| credit than the House was prepared to 
| go, would be resisted by almost every 
single member in this Assembly. That 
is the cause of all the trouble now, a 
factitious attempt to rush this House by 


manufacturing collisions between the 
people and ‘the police. When these 
collisions occur, the Government has 
to call up the reserves which are 


always there for the protection of society, 
Each incident is magnified into an act of 
wanton aggression, ‘and the ¢ rovernmenit 
is impeached upon the Chief Secretary's 
salary. But the blame does not rest on 
the police, on the magistrates, or on the 
Government ; the blame rests upon those 
who find it easier to inflame the peasant 
of Ireland with rhetoric than to persuade 
this House by argument. It is after all 
far easier to organise agitation than to 
| master a case for remedial legislation, and 
to present it in a convincing manner to 
this House. May I attempt to make that 
good ? The charge against the Government 
is that it will not proceed in the right 
direction, or fast enough, with remedial 
legislation in Ireland. What is going on ? 
Two entirely inconsistent policies of deal- 


ing with the Irish land question are 
| thrown at our heads at the same time. 


Compulsory, immediate, universal purchase 
is one panacea ; I believe that is impossible 
in itself, but it is certain that it is 
demonstrably impossible unless — you 
merely content yourself with selling to 
each occupier the holding he happens to 
/ occupy at the moment. ‘The other policy 
tiung at our heads at the same time, how- 
ever, is that of dividing all the large farms 
and distributing them among those who 
| are only in the possession of small 
impoverished holdings. Tiose two policies 
cannot be carried out at one and the same 
| moment, and no attempt is being made by 
hon. Members opposite who feel justified 
in raising another agrarian agitation in 
Ireland to give one hour’s work to either 
of these schemes. What are their own 
views ? I may say that one of their news- 
papers says as much—the /}’rstern News— 
the editor of which has been prosecuted 
and imprisoned in the course of the 
present year. 





Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Is the right 
g| hon, Gentleman aware that the editor of 
| that paper is a Conservative ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: He called me by 
many harsh names, but what he said in 
bis paper with regard to the policy of 
jividing the large farms and distributing 
them Was this— 

“Jt is all very well to say ‘divide the gross 
nds,” but amongst whom are they to be 
vided: Where are the people? And how 
wethe few we have to be spread out upon the 
und? What is the United Irish League 
ling? Has it any lists of men who could be 
elied on definitely to take up and cultivate 
wall iarms successfully? There is a great 
y's works before the League, if we only knew 
ww to go about it.” 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Is it 
not the case that he was sentenced to 
ix months imprisonment for writing 
rticles in that paper ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In any case I 
think the Committee will feel that there 
issome sense in these remarks, and that 
there is no justification for attacking 
the Government on the score that it 
represses agitation. If you start that 
witation and carry out a wild-cat scheme 
without having been at least at the 
pains to discover whether it is practicable 
and peaceable, there is no justification 
ior hon. Members to throw these two 
policies together when in the past they 
have not shown so much zeal in the 
ause of land purchase as justifies them 
intaking up that attitude. We have the 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford 
kading «a large partyin the House and 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
lading a smaller contingent. 1 say that 
neither of these leaders has urged his 
views on land purchase witha persistency 
ind cogeney over so long a period of 
years as to justify either of them in 
recommending or palliating disorder 
tarted on the ground that the Govern- 
ment is remiss in these matters, and that 
it is blind to the remedies which are 
ag obvious as they are urgent. Take, 
first, the leader of the smaller of the 
two Irish parties who are opposed to the 
Government. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Every Ulster 
member, with the exception of the Mem- 
ber for North Armagh, is pledged to 
compulsory sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is an ad- 
mirable example of the spirit in which 
the hon. Member conducts this con- 
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troversy. Supposing that every Mem- 
ber for Ulster is pledged in favour of 
compulsory sale, does that prove that 
the denial of this House of a Com- 
pulsory Sale Bill is a sutticient reason 
for palliating an agrarian combination 
which has destroyed all liberty? Can 
such attempts at palliation be put tor- 
ward with any plausibility by an hon. 
Member who has himself denounced 
compulsory purchase ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I never made 
such attempts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am bound to 
quote the language used on this ques- 
tion of compulsory sale by the hon. 
Member. Speaking at Fivemilestone 
in 1890, he said— 

‘© Mr. Chamberlain—and, at least, [ know 
his views—is not in favour of universal com- 
pulsion. Neither is Mr. Balfour. Rant of 
this kind is more worthy of the platform of 
a Kerry moonlighter than of a sober Ulsterman. 
But, it I liked, | could imitate these reckl ss 
orators. [could pledge myself to compulsion. 
I could extol it as a beaven-born principle. 
could tell you that, with it passed, the golden 
age would return. 1 could promise it next 
year, as O'Connell was wont to promise Kepeal, 
and as the Parnellites now promise Home Rule, 
I absolutely decline to adopt this course. 
Whether it makes for or against my political 
future, [ will not stoop to tell you lies, to tell 
you that a thing is possible when [ know it to 
be impossible—to tell you that a thing is rising 
on the horizon of politics when | know that 
it is outside the scope of all reasonable or 


practical politics. This, I hope, is pln 
speaking.” 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I now beg to 


ask the right hon. Gentleman, is that a 
proof that I palliate disorder in Ireland ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not my proof— 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: [ should say 


not ; it is the opposite. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: But it is my state- 
ment that an hon. Member who de- 
nounced the plan as impracticable and 
unreasonable, palliated disorder in Ire- 
land when he stated that voluntary pur- 
chase was a sufficient reason for having 
an agrarian combination leading to agi- 
tation, when he charged the Govern- 
men with the whole responsibility for 
this disorder; and because the Govern- 
ment have not found the time to do 
voluntarily that which he not many 
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years ago stated to be impossible, on the 
ground that he would not imitate hon. 
Members opposite by telling his constitu- 
ents lies. I must take the leader of the 
smaller party to a later date. In 1898 
the hon. Member made use of words 
which showed that he was satisfied in all 
except minor details with the Irish land 
system of that country. What he said 
showed that his mind was turning almost 
exclusively on rent-fixing and the laws 
affecting tenure, and that progress had 
been made in the matter of purchase. 
Every man has a right to change his mind, 
but he has not a right to attack the rest of 
mankind, including the Government of 
which he was recently a member, because 
it displayed less agility of conscience and 
belief. 

I turn now to the leader of the larger 
Irish party opposed to the Government, 
and in order to be quite dispassionate, I 
will not give my own account of their past 
attitude on the question of land purchase. 
I will give the picture drawn by the leader 
of the smaller party. Referring to the 
attitude of the Nationalist party on the 
Land Purchase Bill, the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, speaking in the House 
of Commons on 29th March, 1892, used 
these words— 

*©On the 22nd November, 1888, when the 
House was asked to pass the second five 
mitlions, sixty-seven Members of the Irish party 
voted against the Second Reading of the Bill, 
and if they had had their way, half the free- 
holders created under those Acts would now be 
yearly or judicial tenants. he second Ash- 
bourne Act was passed in spite of hon. Members 
below the gangway. On the Ist May, 1890, 
the first Land Purchase Bill came to issue in 
this House. It was a better Bill in every 
respect than the Bill of last year, but though 
it, proposed to place at the disposal of the Irish 
tenant farmers a sum of thirty millions of 

sritish credit for the purchase of their holdings, 
seventy-eight Irish Members—practically a 
unanimous party — walked into the Lobby 
against the Second Reading, and sought to 
deprive the tenants of this great boon. Six 
months later, on the 3rd December, the Bill 
which is now the Land Purchase Act was 
brought before the House, and it proposed to 
place thirty-three millions of British credit at 
the disposal of the Irish tenants. Where were 
the hon. Members then? All of them were in 
London, but they were occupied in Committee 
Room No. 15, and only twenty-five of them, 
headed by the late Mr. Parnell, came down to 
vo'e for the Second Reading. The rest ab- 
stained from voting,” 

That was their attitude on the Land 
Purchase Bill of 1891, and I would re- 


mind the Committee that the regular | 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Opposition of that day, led by the right 
hon. Member for West Monmouthshire, 
fought that Land Purchase Bill tooth 
and nail. Yet those who carried it out, 
and have since extended its operation, are 
accused of being so remiss, of being 
blind to patent and obvious remedies, 
that for this disorder in Ireland they are 
responsible, and if they put it down they 
are criminals at large. I can afford to 
earry that matter down to a later date. 
The Daily Independent of 29th December, 
1898, re-published the following report 
of an interview with Mr. Redmond by a 
representative of the Pall Mull Gazette, 
“** By the way, a new land war is spoken of. 
Will you give me your views on its prospect ?’” 
“*Land war! There will be no land war. 
No league or organisation could bring it 
about.’ ” 
On 20th January, 1900, there was a 
meeting of the Connaught Directory of 
the United Irish League in Claremorris. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Are these 
the same quotations which the right 
hon. Gentleman has given three times 
this session ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This one will have 
the charm of novelty. At that meeting 
Mr. Davitt was chairman. The meeting 
passed a number of resolutions, one of 
which said— 

**The promoters of this Parliamentary unity 
have declared that ‘there is no longer any land 
question in Ireland.’” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I never said 
that. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: These were the 
words of the resolution proposed by Mr. 
Davitt, and seconded by the hon. Member 
for Cork City. If up to 1898 and 1900 
you have the leaders of the two Irish 
parties being soundly taken to task for 
the urgency of the land question and the 
feasibility of certain solutions, why are 
we to be attacked and the Government 
blamed for trouble in Ireland because our 
attitude now is what their attitude was 
then? The whole charge is not only that 
we are slow or remiss or parsimonious In 
this matter, but of being blind to remedies 
which are so simple as to justify agrarian 
agitation throughout Ireland, which stops 
all liberty in that country and checks all 
progress ; and when we attempt to deal 
with the agitation, the whole British rule 
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isheld up to odium as being comparable 
to the worst phases of despotic admini- 
stration. This monstrous pretension— 
the failure on the part of Parliament to 
deal with the Land question now as a 
justification for this excess—is brought 
forward by a party which has day after 
day been voting with the Government in 
attempting to give education to Irish 
children in our large towns. 
inconsistency of which the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone has not been guilty. 
IfI turn to the Government’s attitude, I 
can say that, year after year and session 
after session, we have extended the 
credit available for land purchase, and we 
have given more money for administrative 
work, which is the corollary of any 
extensive operations. I shall invite the 
House—I have invited the House—to 
proceed with purchase at a pace which is 
consistent with the security of the tax- 
jayer and with efticiency and economy. 
It is in these circumstances that a land 
war is to be declared, although its 
inevitable consequences are known to be 
destitution for the poorest soldiers that 
are enlisted, the scaring out of the 
country of capital and industrialfenterprise, 
and constant friction and collision between 
the people and the police. An appeal is 
addressed to the courage of the Irish 
people, whose bravery has been proved on 
many a stricken field, and never more 
conspicuously than during the recent war. 
But what a sordid enterprise is this 
chivalrous race 
to blow horns at night to frighten 
people, to bring pressure to bear on the 
most defenceless of their neighbours!— 
and all these evils are to go on pending 
the settlement of the Land question; and 
of this very idea of settling the Land 
question I suppose the operations on the 
De Freyne estate are the best example. 
That may be taken as the touchstone of 
the chances of settlement. Pending the 
settlement of the Land question nothing 
isto be done; and it is to be settled, so 
it seems, by a policy of proscription, 
which, ii—Heaven forbid—it is permitted 
to proceed, must lead by the mere pro- 
cess of exhaustion to the Irish nation’s 
consisting of the solitary figure of the 
hon. Member for Cork City presiding, 
like a new Alexander Selkirk, over a 
wilderness. Mr. Davitt said, at Sligo on 
July 7, that there were three vital 
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national necessities—first, a great econo- 
mical impetus to industrial development ; 
secondly, the cessation of agrarian crime ; 
and, thirdly, a counter-influence to that 
of emigration. These are fair objects, 
but they can never be attained by chas- 
ing the rainbow and baying the moon. 
Irishmen of all ranks, and notably the 
landlords as well as the peasants, desire 
alike to live in their own country and 
not to send their children across the sea. 
The peasants are told, and therefore in 
part believe, that this can only be com- 
passed by Home Rule. They are told, 
and some, strange to say, seem to believe, 
that Home Rule can be won by boycott- 
ing their more defenceless neighbours. 
They are told to go to gaol for that 
sinister offence, which works as much 
moral harm on the perpetrator as it 
inflicts material loss on the victim. 
They are ordered to ruin their neigh- 
bours and to degrade themselves. 
Others, including many of the com- 
mercial and protessional classes, whilst 
yielding to none in national aspiration, 
and believing that a larger measure of 
self-government should be accorded, are 
loyal to the Empire, and view with 


Service Estimates. 


alarm and disgust the prospect of 
being placed under the heel of a 
party which encourages class feuds 


and social tyranny. Yet others, more 
justly as we think, hold that the chance 
of extirpating that evil and averting the 
calamity of a decreasing population lies, 
not only in loyalty to the Empire, but 
also in union with this country and re- 
presentation in this House. These con- 
stitutional questions have been argued, 
and they may be argued again. On this 
side of the House we are Unionist. On 
the other some are Home Rulers, either 
under existing conditions, or under new 
conditions which no one has been able to 
define, still less to create. Each may 
adhere to his conviction and seek to 
persuade by argument. But this 
certain. There can be no cessation to 
agrarian strife, there can be no stanching 
of emigration, there can be no revival of 
industry, the Union must become in- 
tolerable, and any development of self- 
government must remain impossible 
unless and until the desolating process of 
social proscription—with its attendant 
miasma of apprehension, which penetrates 


is 
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to and paralyses every nerve centre of 
national life—be repudiated by the good 
sense of the people and suppressed by 
the power of the Government. 


*(7.20.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said 
the right hon. Gentleman had gone some- 
what out of his way to make a direct 
personal attack upon him. He did not 
complain in the least, because before he 
finished his speech he should deal with 
the actual facts. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had charged him with inconsistency 
on the question of land purchase. Upon 
that question he had nothing to conceal. 
He could have been content with a system 
of rent fixing if that system had been fairly 
administered, but he had said all along 
that what had driven the Ulster tenants 
into the demand for compulsory sale and 
purchase had been the maladministration 
of the Land Acts inthe Land Courts. As 
purchase had proceeded year by year the 
position had become more intolerable, 
and any man who ten years ago might 
have been willing to go on with rent 
fixing, seeing that 70,000 oceupiers had 
become owners, might without incon- 
sistency say that what had been done 


for them should be done for all. 
That was exactly his position. What 
had been the history of the right 


hon. Gentleman’s own position in con- 
nection with the land question? In the 
session of 1901 the Speech from the 
Throne promised a Land bill, but it came 
to nothing. The Ulster farmers, 
Unionists almost to a man, asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to receive a deputation, 
and he point blank declined. They made 
a second application, which the right hon. 
Gentleman again refused. Then the right 
hon. Gentleman introduced a Bill which 
he tried to send to a Committee upstairs 
as non-controversial. Then he stood at 
that Table and asked the representatives 
of these tenants to confer with him. 
Would it not have been better to consult 
the tenants before he introduced that Bill ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had made an 
extraordinary statementabeut his speeches 
on the De Freyne estate. He said that the 
right hon. Gentleman had absolutely and 
intentionally misrepresented what he said. 
He was as loyal and law-abiding as the 
right hon. Gentleman himself, and he had 
no right to use his great position to make 
a statement of the kind, 
Mr. Wyndham. 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 


1092 


It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY. 
[19TH ALLOTTED DAY]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


cna JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
lair. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE. 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES 1902-3, 


Crass I. 


1. £45,802, to complete the sum for 
Railways, Ireland. 


Crass II. 
2. £12,377, to complete the sum for 
tegistrar General's Oftice, Ireland. 


3. £10,436, to complete the sum for 
Valuation and Boundary Survey, Ireland. 


Motion made, and (uestion proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1903, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Offices of the Chiet Seere- 
tary in Dublin and London, and of the 
Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


*(9.0.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL, in re 
suming his speech, said that when inter 
rupted by the Adjournment he had 
commenced to draw attention to the 
administration of affairs by the Goy- 
ernment in the West of Ireland. His 
own view was that the situation in 
the West of Ireland was the main 
problem which the Government had 
to face. He thought it was full of 
danger; he was certain it was full of 
injustice, and he was quite clear in his 
own mind that the Government were 
largely responsible for it. Now, for the 
last nine years the Government had been 
pursuing a policy, through the Congested 
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Districts Board, of which everybody in 
this House who followed it must approve. 
That Board was formed in 1891 and 
it had done much to _ ameliorate 
the condition of the peasantry in the 
West of Ireland. Of late years it 
had devoted the principal part of its 
attention to the purchase of land, to the 
creation of a peasant proprietary, and 
what he might call the dressing of farms 
and their enlargement. He had not a 
word but that of praise and admiration 
for the action of the Board and of the 
Chief Seeretary as its Chairman, but 
they quite recently had pursued a policy 
which had resulted in three things— 
First of all, the suspension of the 
(Constitution over a great area in 
Ireland; second, the eviction of tenants, 
who, notwithstanding what the right 
hon. Member for South Antrim had 
aid, he maintained, were utterly 
unable to pay the rents and the costs 
which had been heaped upon them ; 
and, third, the formation of a Land 


Trust, which apparently was going 


to begin a war in Ireland of which 
no one could see the end. That was 


a very serious state of affairs. He 
wold put the case historically. The 
Dillon estate which had been purchased 
consisted of 90,000 acres. It was to a 
large extent poor land, reclaimed bog. 
There were, both on the Dillon and the 


De Freyne estates, grass lands which 
must be differentiated from those held 
by the people. In times past there 


never was an occasion of want or 
famine but the pinch was first felt on 
the Dillon estate, because the people 
were poor, lived from hand to mouth, 
and the first pressure brought them to 
the verge of starvation. Well, that 
estate was purchased, and he maintained 
that under all the circumstances that 
particular purchase was a_ grievous 
mistake in. policy on the part of the 
Government. In the first place, it 
exhausted the whole of the money 
at the disposal of the Congested Districts 
Board, for they expended on it something 
like £300,000. In the second place, 
in doing so the Board set up an object 
lesson which had disturbed the whole 
province of Connaught ever since. It 
no answer to him that there 
was a town land, as the Member for 


was 


South Antrim had said, in the middle of | 
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that country which had been bought 
many years ago. In his opinion the 
purchase of a small town land by the 
Government, and its re-sale to the 
tenants, was one thing and the purchase 
of a whole country-side of 90,000 acres, 
with 4,200 tenants, was quite a dif- 
ferent thing, because it set up an object 
lesson which could not be mistaken. 
They had reduced the rents on that 
estate by 6s. 8d. in the £, and the 
Government surely could not have 
expected that a thing like that would 
produce no excitement. Another thing 
they haddone was to wipe out thousands 
of arrears—he had heard it stated in the 
district that it amounted to £20.000- 
in order to give the people a_ fair 
start, and they were now spending large 
sums in drainage works, and in the 
repair of houses. Just imagine 4,200 
tenants getting their rents reduced by 
33 per cent., getting their arrears wiped 
out, getting their repaired 
and their land drained by this bene- 
ficent Government, and then imagine 


houses 


the feelings of the tenants on the 
neighbouring estates who had got 


nothing of the kind. 

He had been accused by the (Chief See- 
retary that night of palliating the dis- 
order that had occurred in that district ; 
he charged the right hon.Gentleman with 
having created it. He would put the 
matter clearly. It was impossible for 
any body of men sitting in a room 
in Rutland Square, Dublin, to come 
to the conclusion that action of that 
kind would not produce difficulties on 
the estates round the Dillon Estate. 
As a matter of course, the whole district 
at once roused. What followed ’ 
A combination was formed. What for ! 
To pay no rent? Nothing of the kind. 
The combination was formed to ask 
from Lord De Freyne the same ternis 
which the Dillon tenants had received 
from the Government. That was the 
first request, and it was refused; Lord 
De Freyne, like the Chicf Secretary 
with the Ulster tenants, even re- 
fused to see them when they wished 
to interview him. Things went trom 


was 


bad to worse, and led to what he 
thought was a breach of the law, 


because he had written over and over 
again that it was an offence for a 
man to stand on any platform and 
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advise a tenant not to pay his rent. 
Let him here point out a curious omission 
in the brilliant defence of the Chief 
Secretary. The Constitution was sus- 
pended, but who signed the Proclama- 
tion suspending it? The Chief Secretary 
had not a word to say about that. 
It was signed by Mr. Smith-Barry and 
Lord Clonbrock, the two men who 
only a week before had become the 
leading members of the landlords’ con- 
spiracy against the people. They were 
Members of the Privy Council, and 
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attended the meeting of the Privy 
Council, but Privy Councillors only 
attended the meeting of the Privy 


Council when they were invited. They 
therefore must have been invited by 
the Government to attend the Privy 
Council in order to sign the Proclama- 
tion. The Chief Secretary had whirl- 
winds of abuse for hon. Members 
opposite, and for himself, but the right 
hon. Gentleman had not one word 
to say in defence of an atrocity 
like that. The Constitution was sus- 
pended, men were sent to gaol, and 
everything went topsy-turvy. He saw 
the right hon. the Member for Montrose 
in his place. That right hon. Gentleman 
would remember that when he was Chief 
Secretary for lreland he had to supply 
the forces of the Crown for evictions in 
this district. Who assailed him at that 
time, who described the condition of the 
tenants, who begged him to stay his 
hand? His right hon. friend would 
admit that he was foremost, ten years 
ago, in pointing out the condition of 
these poor people, and although he had 
written columns in the London 7%mes, 
at the request of other people, the right 
hon. Gentleman had never accused him 
then, and would not do it now, of palliat- 
ing disorder. It was only men who 
had no defence for themselves, it was 
only men who had sold themselves body 
and soul to the Irish landlords, it was 
only men who had gone over bag and 
baggage to the evictors, who dared to 
bring such charges against those who 
were as loyal and as law-abiding as 
themselves. 

Now, as to the position of the 


tenants. The right hon. Member 
for South Antrim charged the tenants’ 
solicitor with creating the trouble, 


and being responsible for the whole 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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thing. Fortunately, his hon. friends 
the Members for North-West Lanark, for 
Oldham, for Dewsoury. and for Orkney, 
had just come back from a visit to the 
De Freyne estate, and he hoped they 
would have an opportunity of stating 
what they thought of the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman. The hon, 
Member for South Antrim dealt with 
the question of heaping up the costs on 
the poor tenants, and said that it was 
the lawyers that were responsible for 
that. But might he ask, in all humility 
why Lord De Freyne had gone to the 
Superior Courts at all? In 1887 he 
remembered that he was humbugged 
into assenting to what was called the 
“eviction made easy Clause,” by which 
it was only necessary for the landlord, 
instead of going to the Superior Courts, to 
serve a registered letter on the tenant 
who was a defaulter in his rent. in order 


to determine his tenancy. Six months 
after the service of the registered 


letter, if the arrears of rent had not 
been redeemed, Lord De Freyne could 
have got an order trom the nearest 
petty sessions court to put the 
tenant out of his farm. That was 
the law. Lord De Freyne could have 
taken that course at a trifling cost, but 
instead he went to the Superior Courts, 
and heaped up costs to the amount of 
£40 on each tenant—an amount which it 
was impossible for the tenants to pay. 
So much for the costs; he would now 
come to the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment in regard to rent. He confessed 
candidly that, along with his hon. friends 
who accompanied him, he had some diff: 
culty in getting at the facts of the rent. 
He was quite aware of the possibility of 
being misled by Irish peasants in regard 
to the acreage of their holdings, and the 
rent they were asked to pay. They 
might be talking about statute acres 
while the peasants might be talking 
about Irish acres. His hon. friends 
opposite would remember that he advised 
them to go to the agent on the De Freyne 
estates and get him to tell his side of the 
story as to the amount of the rents. 
He himself did not propose to go with 
them to the agent, for the very good 
reason that he would have acted upon 
him like a red rag toa bull, and they 
would have got no information whatever. 
But these two stalwart Imperialists 
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followers of Lord Rosebery, and _ there- 
fore having none of the character of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone, as de- 
«ribed by the Chief Secretary — 
yhose opinion the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone did not care a rap for 
-surely ought to have been afforded 
the information. Lord De Freyne’s 
went told the hon. Gentlemen that he 
vas prohibited from giving any infor- 
mation about the estate, and_ referred 
chem to Lord De Freyne. The right 
jon. Member for South Antrim got his 
information from the rent office. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: No, I did not. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he stood 
orrected. But the right hon. Gentleman 
nhis figures had included not only the 
aable land of the holdings, but the acres 
f heather-land adjoining. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said that he 


reckoned the arable land only. 


*\r. T. W. RUSSELL said that it was 
all very well to give the average rent per 
acre of farms, but in these holdings 
hundreds of acres were such that a spade 
could not be put into the ground. 


Mr. MACARTNEY denied that he 
included commonage in his average. He 
ave the average rent, and added that the 
xeupier had the free right of grazing 
ver 2 commonage of six acres. He saw 
‘he common, and there was no heather on 
tat all. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he had 
ven the land himself, and he had asked 
aan after man there how the rent was 
wid. He found out that they depended 
assistance upon their children in 
\merica, and upon English labour. 
ne told him that his daughter 
ud already sent him £20 
var. That was where the 

ame from. The Chief Secretary had 





suspended the Constitution in Ros- 


‘mmon in order that Lord de Freyne | 


should be able to seize American money 
ders for his rent. 
nent ought not, in the circumstances, 
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to have made this tremendous ex- 
periment on the Dillon estate. It 
would have been much safer for 
them to have gone on with the 
purchase of small areas and to have 
left this huge piece of land until some- 
thing like a final settlement of the 
Irish land question had been arrived 
at. By making this experiment they 
had set up an object-lesson which would 
stand in spite of anything the Chief 
Secretary might do. The Attorney 
General had said that the action of 
the tenants was perfectly natural. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ArTxKtNson, London- 
derry, N.): I said it was a perfectly 
natural outcome of the teaching they 
had received. 


* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL suggested that 
that was a new and revised edition of 


the right hon. Gentleman’s speech. 
The tenants took up their present 


attitude long before hon. Gentlemen 
opposite appeared on the scene. Thev 
were on the very brink of starvation; 
the failure of the potato crop meant 
ruin, and they were dependent on help 
from America; and, instead of being 
helped by the Government, battalions 
of constabulary were sent down. He 
wanted to make his position clear. 
He was against all reform by law break- 
ing, and never had a fouler and more 
untrue charge been made against any 
man than that preferred against him 
by the Chief Secretary. He had always 
maintained that the Irish Members in 
that House were strong enough to 
compel justice. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had been two years in Dublin 
Castle, and he never remembered two 
years in which less work was done for the 
country. Never since the days of the Chief 
Secretaryship of the right hon.Gentleman 
the Member for the Thanet Division 
had there been a man at Dublin 
Castle more defiant of Irish opinion, 
more careless of official work, than the 
present Chief Secretary, and no man 
had ever messed or bungled things as 
the right hon. Gentleman had done. 
In the case of Poor Law appointments, 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ been 


2R 
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pressed to appoint a lady as inspector of | 


boarded-out children in Ireland, the 
majority of whom were Roman Catholics ; 
but, instead of appointing a properly- 
qualified Roman Catholic lacy, he had 
appointed a Protestant lady, who was a 
distinguished graduate of the Royal 
University. What had the Boards of 
Guardians done? They had shut the 
door against this lady and refused to 
give her any information. The Chief 
Secretary should have looked out for 
a motherly woman who had children 


of her own, or he_ should have 
appointed a Protestant and a Catholic 
Inspector. The post was not one for 
which a graduate of a University was 
required. There was, next, the case 
of the Marlborough Street Training 
College, the pupils of which were 


lodged in what were practically tene- 
ment houses close by a street occupied 
by disorderly women, where the young 
men were exposed to danger. It was a 
locality of the worst description. But it 
was, no doubt, thought good enough for 
Presbyterianand Methodiststudents. Even 
the Ulster Unionist Members made repre- 
sentations to the right hon. Gentleman, 
but what did he care for them? They 
would come to heel as usual tonight, 
or any other night. But nothing would 


be done. The right hon. Gentleman 
had been two years in Dublin. What 
had he done? Nothing. The late 


Chief Secretary had blundered through 
a Land Bill, passed a revolutionary Local 
Government Bill, and established the 
Industrial Board, over which Mr. Horace 
Plunkett presided, but he was recalled to 
fill an easier post, and the present Chief 
Secretary was appointed—what to do? 
To mark time. He could deliver beauti- 
ful speeches; but if beautiful speeches 
could avail, Ireland would be a Heaven 
upon earth, and the salvation of Ireland 
would have been achieved centuries ago. 
It was like bringing coals to Newcastle 
for the right hon. Gentleman to take 
his beautiful speeches to Ireland, where 
they were all born orators. And 
yet the Chief Secretary, in order to 
have a shot at hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
actually quoted from a newspaper which 
his own Government had suppressed. 
But they had seen a remarkable sight at 
the Table when the right hon. Gentle- 
man quoted from the United Irishman, 
a paper which, if he was not mistaken, 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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had been suppressed by the Government ; 
and, going from bad to worse, he quoted 
from a paper edited by Mr. Hastings. He 
had known that gentleman for thirty 
years, and he said it was simply absurd 
to bring quotations from a man of his 
stamp, even to condemn an opponent. 
These were the straits to which the Irish 
Government were reduced. Who else 
could they quote? Even “the faithtul 
few” from Ulster had been protesting, 
and declaring that unless the right hon. 
Gentleman did something for them they 
could not support his policy. , 


The right hon. Gentleman had now 
gone over bag and baggage to the land- 
lords, and it was worth while examining 
what that really meant for Ireland. At 
one time Lord Londonderry could control 
three or four seats on the land question 
in the county of Down, but he could 
not control one seat now. He remem- 
bered the time when the Hamiltons were 
supreme in Tyrone, but they could 
not control a single seat there now. 
The right hon. Gentleman had sold him- 
self and his Government to a beaten 
party. He charged the Ulster tenants 
with sordid motives. What title had 
he to speak of sordid motives? [A 
Nationalist Member: ‘He is a paid 
patriot.”] It was said that this was the 
result ot agitation. There were the 
agitators on the Benches opposite. Not 
one of them could be bought; if they 
could have been, they would have been 
bought wholesale long ago. Who were 
those who talked about agitators? Some 
of the men who had raised that cry in 
the House had agitated themselves to 
the bench in the Four Courts, and those 
who were not there were moving heaven 
and earth to get there. An agitator got 
very little in Ireland but broken bones, 
and the man who denounced the agitator 
generally agitated himself into a fat 
situation as soon as he could. 


The right hon. Gentleman had talked 
about him as the leader of a small party 
in that House. He was nothing of the 
kind. He found trouble enough 
leading himself. He had the fate of Irish 
leaders in all ages before his eyes, and 
he was not going to undertake the job 
He did not object to the right hon 
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but he could assure the right hon. 
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Gentleman that the tenant farmers 
would take notice of them. He had 
not stood out on this Land question 
because he could gain anything by 
doing so. Had his action brought him 
any reward? Had it saved him trouble ? 
It had brought him oceans of trouble. 
In taking up his position of isolation, 
in ploughing his lonely furrow, he 
had no object except to do what one 
man could to wreck the system that 


had cursed Ireland for centuries. 
They talked about sordid motives. 
What about the class who forcibly 


captured the holdings of these tenants, 
evicted them by thousands, and drove 
them to take refuge in the slums 
of New York? The representatives 
of that class had the hardihood to 
stand up in the House and accuse 
them of sordid motives. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in attacking him, had 
publicly directed the attention of his 
Catholic constituents to his votes on 
the Education Bill. Was that fair 
fighting? As a matter of fact, he him- 
self told his constituents at Whitsuntide 
that the Government had apparently 
committed themselves to a protectionist 
policy, that they had apparently com- 
mitted themselves to the endowment 
of religion by means of education in 
England, and that they had undoubtedly 
committed themselves to the abolition 
of Mr. Gladstone’s Land Act of 1881: 
and that he was resolved to oppose all 
three. His constituents passed a 
resolution approving his determination, 
and he had carried out that resolution. 
As to the views of Orangemen on the 
Education Bill, he reminded the Com- 
mittee that the hon. Member for North 
Down had regularly voted against it. 
And yet the right hon. Gentleman 
thought to intimidate him by appealing 
to his Catholic constituents on the 
education question! He had acted 
openly and above board, and he would 
go through with it and take his chance 
at the general election, when some of 


the right hon. Gentleman’s friends 
would have to take theirs. He believed 


the right hon. Gentleman had _ that 
night finally thrown away the scabbard, 
and had drawn the sword on the Irish 
people. * The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of impossible theories. But 
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Ulster was practically unanimous on 
this question of land purchase; and 
did tht right hon. Gentleman think 
he was going to get rid of that force 
by calling the thing impossible? What 
did they care about his impossibles ! 
Was it not a fact that these impossibles 
rung down the centuries— 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a matter 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked if that 
was the right hon. Gentleman's only 
objection. They spent 200 millions 
upon the Uitianders of South Africas 
Could they not give a loan to the [rish 
tenant to end this long chapter of misery 
and woe, and to bring peace to this 
Parliament and to this country ; or was 
this thing to go on for ever and a day ? 
Ever since 1886, when he entered into 
active political life, he had felt keenly 
this Irish difficulty. He never had any 
objection to Home Rule in the abstract, 
and he had stated over and over again 
that his objection to Home Rule was the 
Home Rulers. That being so, what was 
his objection now? He thanked the 
Committee for the courtesy they had 
shown him. Why did he stand today 
isolated and alone in the Irish representa- 
tion? He saw a chance in Ulster, and in 
other parts of Ireland, of bringing to- 
gether the Trish people, of trying to 
create a homogeneous people for once, and 
of trying to get them to agree upon things 
on which they could agree, and to differ 
only where they must differ. A man in 
Irish polities who chose to stand out from 
his party and to forego nearly all the 
friends that he had—he id not speak of 
the pecuniary loss—with the object of 
trying to unite the Irish people, to teach 
them that they had a common country 
worth living for, and interests worth 
fighting for—the Chief Secretary was not 
entitled to hold wp such a man as an 
apologist for disorder. Nothing entitled 
the right hon. Gentleman to speak in that 
way of him, and he would like him to 
know that his words would be remembered 
in Ulster for many a long day to come, 
He had emptied his whole soul on this 
question, and he said emphatically that 
from the day that the Member for Thanet 
burlesqued in Dublin Castle as Chief 
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Secretary, since the day that Lord 
Beaconsfield performed that melancholy 
joke on the Irish nation, there never had 
been a man inside the Castle more defiant 
of Irish opinion, more careless of official 
work, or who had messed and bungled 
things as the present Chief Secretary had 
done. 


(10.15.) Mr. CATHCART WASON 
(Orkney and Shetland) said he would 
not speak on the important question 
before the Committee were it not that 
he himself had been a cultivator of the 
soil, and had an intimate knowledge of 
all that concerned land. Further, as it 
had fallen to his lot to represent a con- 
stitueney the cireumstances of which 
were similar to those on the De Frevne 
estate, he had thought it his duty to visit 
that estate, and to see the condition of 
allairs there for himself. An Eastern 
potentate the other day was credited 
with stating that London was a very 
nice place, but that he would be glad to 
wet back to civilisation again. Having 
visited the De Freyne estate, he appreci- 
ated the force of that remark. They 
had heard a good deal about Imperial 
unity, and how the British Empire was 
welded into one great harmonious whole. 
But the De Freyne estate was the black 
spot in the Empire, and the Empire 
should be measured by it. Everyone 
seemed to talk about the landlords and 
the tenants, but not a word was said 
about the State. There were, however, 
to be considered not only the interests 
of the landlords, and the interests of the 
tenant labourers, but also the interests 
of the State. On the De Freyne estate, 
it was not too much tosay that the tenant 
labourer had done everything, and had 


created something out of absolutely 
nothing. He had reclaimed his patch of 


land, grown his few potatoes and his 
oats, and now he saw himself about to 
be despoiled, and that by the worst 
process of all—the law of the land. 
Many hon. Members, and certainly a 
number of people outside the House, 
when they thought of the tenant 
labourer in Ireland, compared him with 
that much more important personage, 
the Engish farmer, who drove to 
market in a smart equipage, and whose 
wife and children lived in comfort, if not 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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in luxury. The English farmer went 
into a farm where everything was built 
for him, and all he had to do was to 
devote himself to the cultivation of the 
soil. When he left, he had nothing to 
complain of, because he could take away 
his capital. Compare him with the poor 
tenant labourer on the De Freyne estate, 
and on many other estates in Ireland, 
He had to build his own cabin, reclaim 
his land, and he did that in the blackest 
and dreariest months of the year, because 
in summer he was away in England or 
Scotland, leaving his wife and children 
to struggle on as best they could at 
home. He inquired how these poor 
people managed to make any money at 
all ; and they told him it was by selling 
a few eggs at 6d. a dozen, occasionally 
selling a chicken, fattening a pig, or 
rearing a calf at the cost of the children’s 
health. He could not understand how 
it was that a calf was worth half as 
much again on that estate than it would 
be worth in Scotland; but it 
explained to him that the very best 
milk was given to the calf, and that only 
skim milk was given to the children. 
At the present season of the year, there 
was scarcely a man left on the estate. 
They were away working in the fields 
in England and Scotland ; and when they 
returned they would probably find them- 
selves turned out into the world without 
a shilling. What wonder was it that 
the iron of despair had entered into 
their souls? That was the position of the 
poor chaps on the De Freyne estate. 
He had always discounted, to a very 
great extent, expressions of Irish disloy- 
alty. He had seen too much of the loyal 
Irishmen abroad not to take those 
expressions for what they were worth, 
and as natural ebullitions of temper on 
the part of men representing these poor 
tenant labourers. 


Vas 


The question of compulsory purchase 
had been raised, he thought, in a_ very 
extravagant manner, by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, but in an absolutely 
ridiculous manner by the Chief Secretary. 
No one with his senses about him would 
ever propose for a moment that the 
whole interest of the landlords in Ireland 
should be turned over to the tenants, 
and that millions should be expended on 
that transformation in two or three 
years. But hon. Members were entitled 
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todemand that a system of compulsory 
purchase should be established, and that 
the right hon. Gentleman should take 
power, through the Congested Districts 
Board, or through the County Councils, 
to acquire land whenever he thought it 
right to acquire it. That, and that 
alone, would solve the great question of 


the land. It was no new doctrine. 
Compulsory purchase was in active 
operation in New Zealand, and, he 


believed, in other parts of Australasia. 
There the Government said to the 
large landowners: “We do not want 
to confiscate your land; we will pay you 
the market value; but you must make 
way for others who want to cultivate 
the land.” We were a nation of shop- 
keepers, and we would not be making 
a bad deal for ourselves if we succeeded 
inturning the poor peasants in Ireland 
into loyal British subjects. If we did 
that, it would be a greater conquest than 
that achieved by the war which had now 
happily terminated in South Africa. 
This was not a local question ; it was not 
an English, or even an Irish, question ; 
itwas an Imperial question. Wherever 
one travelled abroad, from the Yukon 
River down to the plains of Australia, 
the same complaint was to be found as 
to treatment of the Irish tenants by the 
Irish landlords and the British Govern- 
ment. He hada small album of photo- 
graphs taken on the De Freyne estate, 
and hon. Members would be surprised at 
many of the pictures. They would see 
the hon. Member for South Tipperary, 
for instance, followed by two policemen, 
one on each side. Why, his hon. friend, 
the Member for the Northern Burghs 
went to his constituents only a month 
or two ago, and directed the people to 
break the law and defy the Government. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to Ireland. 


Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) said, 
a a personal explanation, he must not | 
be taken as having done more than 
Suggest that a test case should be | 
made for the Woods and Forests De-’ 
partment. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON said he} 
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was perfectly impossible for him to 
understand the policy of the Govern- 
ment with regard to land purchase. 


'Where there were disorder and disaffec- 


tion, they refused to purchase, but where 
there was no disorder they purchased. 
That was an incomprehensible attitude to 
him. But the worst charge was that 
legal costs had been piled up against the 
tenants on the De Freyne estate. If that 
were true, it was simply monstrous. In 
Scotland the Crofters Commission 
settled all questions arising between 
landlords and tenants, and why should 
not a similar system be adopted on such 
estates as the De Freyne estate} It was 
perfectly true, as the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone said, that the Govern- 
ment themselves were very instrumental 
in bringing about the present state of 
affairs on the De Freyne estate by the 
purchase of the Dillon estate. Hethought 
the Government did a noble work in 
purchasing the Dillon estate; and if 
any hon. Member could only see the 
difference between the people on these 
two adjoining estates,he would be sur- 
prised. The people on the Dillon estate 
saw a busy, bustling agent looking after 
them, not tosee how much rent he could 
get out of them, but to see how he 
could possibly improve their position. 
Beautiful farm houses of stone were 
being built, while the De Freyne tenants 
had still to live in their damp thatched 
cabins ; stables were being built on the 
Dillon estate, while the cows on the De 
Freyne estate were still being kept with 
the children. It was only human nature 
that the De Freyne tenants should want 
the same advantages. It was alleged 
that the United Lrish League had other 
objects besides benefiting the tenants ; 
and that its ultimate object was separa- 
tion and a National Parliament in Ireland. 
If that were the ulterior object of the 
League, then the men who shut their 
eyes to the state of affairs which he 
had described, and who wilfully blinded 
themselves to the facts, were the best 
friends of the United Irish League. 


*(10.36.) Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, 
Crewe) said that the question what was 
the Irish Question had been asked in this 
House, and out of it, formore than 100 years 
without ever receiving, he believed, agener- 


would not pursue that point further. It ally accepted reply. Nearly sixty years 
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ago, an hon. Member said he wanted some- | 
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one to tell him what the Irish Question | that side of the House, and the hon. 


was. Some said 


it was a_ political | Member for South Tyrone on the other. 


question, others a religious question ; | The other authority, with equal certainty, 
and the hon. Member then went on | said that the Irish did not care a jot for 


to describe the state of Ireland as it 
then was, with the shadow of the great 
famine loomingin thenearfuture. Hesaid 
that Ireland had a starving population, 
an alien Church, an absentee aristocracy, 
and the weakest executive in the world. 
He asked what was the remedy for such a 
state of things, and they would say that 
the remedy was revolution, but Ireland 
was prevented from attempting that by 
being tied to a stronger country. If, 
continued the hon. Member, revolution 
was the remedy, England was _respon- 
sible, and the duty of English statesmen 
was to accomplish 


| tounding 


by constitutional | reduced. 


|Home Rule or self-government. When 
| he pointed out that five-sixths of her 
| representatives demanded that reform in 
the Constitution, he replied that that was. 
| due to priestly dictation ; and when he 
/was reminded that the leader of every 
great Irish movement, with a single 
| exception of O'Connell, was a Protestant, 
'he appeared to be struck, but was not 
altogether convinced of his error. He 
|then proceeded to advance the as- 
theory that Ireland was 
overcrowded, and that her 
should be still further 
If the average Englishman 


still 
| population 


means, what otherwise would be left to| were asked today what was the Irish 


revolution. The hon. Member who 
uttered thesesentimentswas Mr. Disraeli. 
He was challenged years afterwards as 
to whether he adhered to that statement, 
and he replied that, although he spoke 
with a freedom from responsibility, yet, 
nevertheless, the sentiments he expressed 
were true. Since then the alien 
Church had been disestablished, and, 
speakitig generally, the population could 
not be said to be overcrowded, inasmuch 
as it had 
awful devastation by one-half. There 
was, however, along the fringe of the 
Atlantic seaboard districts where the 
inhabitants maintained a_ precarious 
existence, eked out by money earned in 
the English harvest fields and by 
domestic service in New York. The 
richest of the landlords resided in another 


country ; the best of the Irish produce | 


was exported to pay rent; and the Irish 


State | 


been reduced by the most , 


question he would reply something after 
this fashion: “ The Irish are a discon- 
tented, turbulent people. It is impos- 
sible to govern them according to 
ordinary methods; they have to be 
governed by force ; and I would put the 
leaders and the agitators under lock and 


key.” That was a very easy and con- 
venient method of solving an awkward 


problem, and shifting responsibility from 
the shoulders of the Government on to the 
shoulders of its victims. It was what John 
Stuart Mill called the “vulgar” method. 
No one had written more forcibly or more 
convincingly on that subject than the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
University of Dublin. He would refer 
to only one other authority, who would 
commend himself very largely to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. One of the most 
| distinguished men who ever sat on the 
Conservative side of the House, in dis- 
cussing the Irish Question forty years 





executive wasstill the weakest in the world, , ago, asked why it was that a country 
because it proceeded from force and not | with such a fertile soil, so favourable a 


from the good will of the people. 
What wasthe Irish Question ? was still | 
being asked ; and it was being answered | 
according to the experience, the pre- 


. . . ' 
judice, or the ignorance of the person ; parts of France proved that. 


making the reply. He recently met two | 
authorities on the Irish Question. One, | 
with that assurance of certainty which 
appeared to be the appanage of | 
all Englishmen said, “If you knew! 
Ireland as well as I do, you would know | 
she would be perfectly content were | 
it not for these confounded agitators.” | 


Mr. Tomlinson. 


climate, and other advantages, lagged so 
much behind England in the race for 
wealth. It could not be attributed to 
Celtic blood ; the experience of certain 
It was not 
because of the peculiarity of the Catholic 
religion ; because in Belgium there was 4 
people singularly industrious and prosper- 
ous, who yet were distinguished for their 
adherence to the Catholic faith. It could 
not be because the Irish people listened 
to agitators ; because in America the same 
thing happened, but it could not be said 
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ful. There was only one thing, said this 
authority, peculiar to Ireland, and that 
was the Government of England. That 
authority was Lord Robert Cecil, now 
Marquess of Salisbury, four times Prime 
Minister of England. The Chief Secre- 
tary had every quahty of eloquence, 
genius, and sympathy; it was only 
because the situation was an impos- 
sible one that he failed in bringing it to 
a successful issue. 
the time to discuss the question of 
Home Rule, but it was a most ex- 
traordinary thing that the one policy 
which had never failed to allay discon- 
tent, avert separation, and elicit loyalty 
and goodwill, was the one and only 
policy that we persistently refused to 
apply to Ireland. One of the great 
ditticulties had been the Land question, 
hut he was convinced that we had now 
gone so far along the one road that there 


was no possible halting-place, and that | 


there must be an entire transfer from the 
landowners to occupying owners; but 
whenever that transfer took place there 
ought to be the fullest and most generous 
measure of justice dealt out to the Irish 
landlords. All would agree that the 
debate had been a most painful one. It 
was terrible to think that such a state of 
things as that disclosed by the Sheridan 
case could possibly exist. It would be 
unjust to bring an indictment against 
the police on that one case, but it was 
impossible to believe that that could be 
the only case, and that there might not 
have been others which, although less in 
(degree, were nevertheless of a serious 
nature. 


(10.50.) CoLtoneEL SAUNDERSON 
said the saying that times changed 
and we changed with them might apply 
to other countries, but it certainly was 
not true of Ireland. This debate was 
repeated year after year, and a useful 
debate it was, as it gave to Irishmen on 
both sides of the House the opportunity 
annually of attacking the policy of the 
Government. The object of hon. Members 
Opposite in such a debate ought, he main- 
tained, to be to!show that the government 
of Ireland in tne past had been unsuccess- 
ful. In his opinion it would have been 
better for the Nationalist Members, from 
their point of view, to have concentrated 
the attention of the House and the country 
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want of progress in Ireland which they 
alleged. But, instead of that, they had 
fixed the gaze of the country upon a man 
named Sheridan. Sheridan unquestion- 
ably was a scoundrel, who deserved to be 
hanged, and he was only sorry he had not 
been; but the fact that Sheridan existed 
was not a sufficient ground for impugning 
the government of [Ireland by England. 
No attempt had been made to show that 
the condition of Ireland was a proof of 


in governing that country. Instead of 
taking the whole of Ireland, one particular 
part—the De Freyne estate—had been 
taken, and it had been urged that the 
condition of the tenants on that estate 
was intolerable. The hon. Member for 
South Tyrone had suddenly fallen in love 
with the Members for Cork and Mayo. 
That, of course, was a matter of taste. But 
he was surprised to read a speech of the 
hon. Member in which he declared that the 
opinion he had formerly entertained of 
the Nationalist Members was entirely 
wrong, and that the years he had spent 
in attacking them would have been 
better employed in slanging the land- 
lords. So sudden and grave a change of 
view rather shook his faith in the solidity 
of the political opinions of the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone. Hon. Members 
had sought to fasten the eyes of the 
Committee and the country upon the 
De Freyne estate. The question which 
the Committee had toask itself was 
whether the present condition of that 
estate would have existed if the tenants 
had been left alone. It was hard for 
English, Scottish, or Welsh Members to 
realise the condition of affairs on that 
estate. From some observations which 
had been made, it might be imagined 
that tenants were ground down, tyran- 
nised over, and robbed by their landlords. 
But no Irish landlord. however drastic 
or avaricious, had the power of raising 
rent ls. a year; the rent was fixed by a 
tribunal appointed by the State. The 
original rents all over the country had 
been reduced by that tribunal to the 
extent probably of 35 per cent., so that 
it was absurd to call it the “ landlords’ 
friend.” The tenants on the De Freyne 
estate might be very poor, but their 
condition was probably a more desirable 
one than that of the inhabitants of 
crowded lodgings in the East-end of 
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London. There was clear proof that 
the De Freyne tenants had been chosen 
by a political party for political purposes. 
In order to carry out their objects this 
party were obliged to enlist the sympathy 
of the British people.. In order to enlist 
the sympathy of the British people there 
must be martyrs — someone suffering 
for the cause of Ireland's freedom and 
prosperity. In former times the Nation- 
alist Members supplied the martyrs, and 
at one time they were nearly all in gaol. 
But since then they had apparently 
become tired of making martyrs of 
themselves, and so martyrs were made 
by choosing an estate whose landlord 
was too weak and impecunious to fight his 
battle with success, and the tenants were 
induced by the leaders of the Nationalist 
party to relinquish their farms, to go on 
the roadside, and become evicted tenants. 
That this was a spontaneous action on 
the part of the De Freyne tenants he 
absolutely denied. He quoted the in- 
stance of a tenant, who was the rural 
postmaster, asking a conference to allow 
him to pay his rent, because, if evicted, 
he would lose £1,500. This conference 
was presided over by the Vice-Chairman 
of the Roscommon County Council, and 
it decided that this tenant’s case was 
common with the others, and that he 
should accept the consequences of paying 
rent. Everyone knew what that meant, 
for there was no crime at all comparable 
in Ireland to that of paying rent. The 
consequences would have been that this 
man would be boycotted and probably 
ruined. Of course this unfortunate 
man gave in. Then there was the case 
of a Dr. M‘Dermott, who paid his rent, 
the conference being asked to declare 
that his dispensary appointments were 
vacant. 
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Mr. TULLY: Is the right hon. and 
gallant Member aware that there is not 
a word of truth in that statement ! 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON said he did 
not know that that was the case, but at 
any rate he thought it was as true as any 
contradiction which the hon. Member 
might offer. At any rate he gave the 
extract from the newspaper, where it was 
stated that advertisements would be 


Colonel Saunderson., 
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issued for another medical officer in Dr. 
M‘Dermott’s place. Therefore the United 
Irish League claimed the right to dis- 
charge and appoint officers under the 
County Council on political grounds. 
There were many other cases of a similar 
kind, where the United Irish League not 
only claimed the right to decide payment 
of rent, but also the appointment of men 
to various offices under the County 
Council. Take the case of this man he 
had mentioned, who was practically fined 
£1,500. What would happen to him? 
He would probably drift down in the 
social scale, and at last he might find 
refuge in this House as a Member of 
-arliament. He should like to hear 
from English and Scottish Members who 
ran over on tour to Ireland some definite 
statement on the question whether Ire- 
land, as a whole, was progressing, stand- 
ing still, or going back. ‘Taking the test 
of the deposits in the joint-stock banks, 
he found that in 1881 the deposits 
amounted to £31,161,000, and in 1901 
to £41,568,000, while the deposits in the 
savings banks had increased during the 
the same period from £3,765,000 to 
£10,500,000. 


The position of the Irish tenantry was 
unquestionably far in advance of what 
it ever was in former times. What was 
the opinion of this agitation on the De 
Freyne estate held by one of the Bishops 
of the Roman Catholic Church? The 
Bishop of Elphin, in a published letter, 
lamented that “strangers and paid 
organisers should be sent into that dis- 
trict, involving the unfortunate tenant 
farmers in so much difficulty and costs,” 
and ‘‘protested against those strolling 
organisers who were only thinking of the 
salariesthey could extract from their dupes, 
and not in the interests of the people.” 
The Bishop added that he had learned 
from one of his priests, who had seen the 
hotel bill of one of these paid organisers 
for a month, and it amounted to £50. 
That was the calm deliberate opinion of 
a Roman Catholic Bishop in Ireland as 
to this agitation. Not only had an 
attack been made upon the Government 
during this debate, but strong expres 
sions had been used with regard to 
religious differences which existed in 
Ireland, and which it was alleged made 





the government of that country 0 
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difficult. Naturally the Orange organisa- 
tion felt itself very hardly used by the 
Chieti Secretary for Ireland when such a 
meeting as that which it was proposed 
to hold at Rostrevor was prohibited. It 
was impossible to ignore in these matters 
the condition of public opinion in Ireland, 
which was not divided by political lines 
of demarcation, because the lines which 
divided the Irish people was something 
far wider and deeper than any of those 
political liberties which existed in this 


country. On the one hand, they had a 


minority in Ireland and it was 
represented practically by the great 
Orange organisation. This was not 


understood on this side of the water, 
and here people asked what was the use 
of having an Orange organisation 
simply to perpetuate the memory of 
things which occurred 250 years ago. 
fhat was not the object of this organisa- 
tion. He had been an Orangeman for 
many years and had attended many 
meetings, but he had never heard on 
Orange platforms anything said of an 
insulting character to a religion of their 
opponents. The great majority of 
Orangemen were well disposed towards 
their fellow countrymen, and they had 
no desire to insult their religion. 

The Orange organisation had two 
objects. He wished to state first of all 
that it was not a secret society. One of 
its objects was to uphold the Protestant 
faith, and the other to maintain the 
supremacy of the British Crown. In 
Ireland they never heard the word 
“ [mperial ’ mentioned and did not know 
what it meant until an attempt was made 
to break the bonds which connected Ireland 
with this country. Then they realised 
that the word meant something for 
Orangemen who had one great object in 
view, and it was not simply a selfish 
object for they had a far higher aim, 
namely to maintain the unity of the 
British Empire. Therefore when the 
Government prohibited a meeting such 
as that which was proposed to 
be held at Rostrevor, Orangemen 


looked upon it as very harsh treatment. 
Meetings were held in all parts of Ireland 
by hon. Gentlemen opposite at which 
sentiments were uttered which, he be- 
lieved, were hateful to the great majority 
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of the British people. The hon. Gentle- 
men opposite professed openly to be not 
the political opponents of the Govern- 
ment but the undying enemies of the 
British Empire. Ifthe Nationalist Party 
had consulted him as to the line of policy 
which would be ruinous to their cause, 
he could not have advised them to follow 
a better course for that purpose than 
that which they had pursued themselves. 
Let them think what a strain they must 
have put on the political digestion and 
conscience of their Radical friends above 
the gangway. ‘They had had two oppor- 
tunities. When the Local Government 
Act was passed they had an opportunity 
of showing that they meant what they 
said when they promised, on the intro- 
duction of Mr. Gladstone’s Home Rule 
the minority 

But instead 


of that they turned out and refused to 


Bill, that they would treat 


with justice and fairness. 


elect a single Unionist in all Ireland 
where they could prevent it. That was 
the sort of treatment the opponents of 
these gentlemen would receive in a Home 

They had another 
the the 
they took 


Rule Parliament. 
opportunity in war. From 
moment war was declared, 
the 
in their 
triumphs, and their branches in Ireland 


used all 


a single 


side of our opponents, rejoiced 


victories, gloried in their 


their influence to prevent 
[rishman the 
British Army. One thing they cou!d 


not do; they could not prevent Irish 


enlisting in 


soldiers in South Africa writing on the 
roll of fame a name which would never 


be forgotten. In dealing with the 
Orangemen the Government should 
remember these two qualities. They 


were loyal to the Crown. They desired 
to preserve the Union with Great Britain 


and at their meetings no disloyal senti- 


| ment was ever uttered; and when a 
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meeting was proposed in the great 
county of Down, a loyal organisation 
had a right, as any one in this country 
would have the right, to go to any sea- 
side place, to go to Rostrevor and _ pro- 
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claim even in the ears of a National 
majority, loyalty to the Crown and to 
the laws on which the prosperity of 
Ireland depended. He deeply regretted 
that his right hon. friend had felt it 
necessary to proclaim that meeting; and 
he thought the result of the debate 
would be that the House, in dispassion- 


ately considering, and the country in. 


considering the case made against the 
Government, and by which hon. Mem- 
bers opposite hoped to prove the incapa- 
city of Parliament to bring about the 
peace and prosperity of Ireland, would 
feel that that case had fallen to the 
ground. The verdict of the House and 
the country would be that under the 
and of the British 


the prosperity of Ireland 


authority power 
Parliament 


would be finally assured. 


*(11.35.) Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE 
(King’s County, Tullamore) said the 
speech the Committee had just heard 
contained paintul reminders of the tone 
and temper of the speeches of fifty years 
ago. and gallant 
Member had raised an Orange wail as to 


the suppression of an Orange meeting, 


The right hon. 


but had no regard for the suppression 
of National meetings all over Ireland. 
The right hon. and gallant Member had 
appeared as a great devotee of a dis- 
tinguished Catholic Bishop in Ireland at 
one end of his argument, and at the 
other end he seemed to regard the 
Catholic clergy of Ireland as being turbu- 
lent and disloyal to the core. He did 
not think that was a consistent position 
for an honest Orangeman to take up in 


Colonel Suunderson. 
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this House or outside. The right hon. and 
gallant Member ought to take his stand 
one way or the other. With regard to 
the right hon. and gallant Member's 
complaint in regard to the manner 
in which County Council elections were 
conducted in Ireland by the Nation- 
alists, it was ghastly hypocrisy for 
anybody on the Conservative Benches 
to make a point against Nationalists on 
that ground, when it was remembered 
that in nine cases out of ten in England, 
County Council and municipal elections 
were fought on the strictest party lines. 
They did not want to be preached to on 
the subject of tolerance by Unionist 
gentlemen who in this country made 
the local elections a matter of political 
test, or by Orangemen like the hon. and 
gallant Gentlemen who, in their own 
districts, where they were supreme, would 
not give so much as the post of 
scavenger to any Catholic or Nationalist if 
they could possibly avoid it. He must say 
that he approached a debate of this kind 
withsomething like afeeling of sheer hope- 
lessness. If anybody were to tell him ofa 
Home Secretary condoning and com- 
pounding a felony and assisting to escape 
from this country a police sergeant of 
Glasgow, London, or Cardiff, who had 
provoked outrage and committed crime, 
he would say that the thing was im- 
possible. An English Home Secretary 
who attempted any double dealing and 
paltering with the law in that way would 
not be able to hold his office for a month. 
But the moment they came to deal with 
an Irish grievance a sort of moral 
colour blindness seemed to descend on the 
great majority of Members of this House. 
What was wrong in England was right 
in Ireland. What was black in England 
was white in Ireland. When the Irish 


Members raised the question there was 4 
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most ostentatious demonstration of 
indifference on the opposite side of | 
the House. The Chief Secretary was 
supposed to stand for law and order in | 
Ireland. He would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman what was the favourite pre- 
tence—he maintained a false pretence— | 
for enforcing the Coercion Acts and | 
abolishing trial by jury? It was that | 
there was difficulty in getting the people | 
of the countryside to supply the neces- | 
The | 
his | 


sary evidence and to tell the truth. 
Chiefj Secretary's main line in 
defence was that the police force in 
this particular instance was so demoral- | 
ised that his only chance of getting | 
honest evidence from policemen was to | 
give an indemnity, and to let the chief 
criminal go scot free. He maintained 
that if such a state of affairs existed in 
the Irish police force it should have been 
the duty of the right hon. Gentleman, 
on his honour and _ responsibility, 
to break it down, and on no account 
whatever to offer the stimulus of an 


indemnity or the stimulus of immunity 


to any policeman, as the price of that 


policeman telling the truth to his 
superiors. He (Mr. Haviland - Burke) 
was one of the defendants in the 


De Freyne case, and he would not 
go into the agrarian question which 
had been raised tonight. He was one 
of the wicked agitators of whom they 
had heard so much in the course of this 
debate. The right hon. Member for South 
Antrim gave away Lord de Freyne very 
conspicuously when he said that the 
people on the estate were well off. In 
an interview with a representative of 
the Morning Leader Lord de Freyne said 
“It was a mistake to call them Irish peasants. 
They are only English labourers living in | 
Ireland because it is cheap.” 
} 
That was Lord de Freyne’s definition | 


of his tenantry, given to the repre- | of Ulster. 
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did not condescend to recognise them 


as Irish people at all. They were 
poor beggars of English labourers 


coming over to England to earn the rent 
which they could not make for them- 
selves at home. What 
absurd in the face of a statement of 
that kind than the contention of the 
right hon. Member for South Antrim as 
to the economic conditions on the De 
He respectfully warned 


could be more 


Freyne state 4 
the right hon. Gentleman of the gravity 
of the task which he had taken up. In 
Ireland, as in any other place in the world, 
punishment lost all its sting if it brought 
no disgrace with it. In Ireland, to be 
sent to jail for addressing a meeting 
meant absolutely no disgrace whatever. 
If at the conclusion of the session he 
received marching orders to go and 
address a proclaimed meeting he would 
go to that meeting, and if necessary he 
would do his three or six months if the 
right hon. Gentleman liked, and he would 
come out feeling that he was as good a 
man as any hon. Member opposite, and 
better, he might say, than some of them, 
He warned the Chief Secretary that no 
punishment would deter him or his 


friends from doing their duty. 


*(11.50.) Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, 
Mid.) said he desired to associate himself 
entirely with the remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh and his right hon. friend the 
Member for South Antrim in regard to the 
policy pursued by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary in proclaiming the 


/ meeting of Orangemen at Rostrevor. He 


did not wonder at the storm of indignation 
which had been aroused by this action 
throughout the whole of the province 


What the people wanted 


sentative of an English paper. He | to know was why was that meeting 








1119 * Adjournment of 
at Rostrevor proclaimed whilst only a few 
weeks ago the Government permitted, 
without interference of any kind, a mass 
meeting of Nationalists and members of 
the United Irish League, held in the city 
of Armagh for the purpose of unveiling a 
memorial to a man who died fighting for 
the Boers. Mr. Davitt and other well- 
known agitators attended that meeting, 





and delivered inflammatory speeches 
ma... | 
Phe | 


whole place was turned into a pande- | 


brimming over with disloyalty. 
| 

monium, and the police made no attempt 

Was it 


any wonder that the loyal men of the | 


to interfere with the meeting. 


North were indignant at this inequality | 
of treatment ? The Chief Secretary had 
stated that he could not, in the face of | 
the opposition which was threatened by | 
the Nationalist Party, proceed with the 
Land Bill which was introduced early 
in the session. He would respectfully 

there were other 
Ireland besides the 


like to 


point out that 


Members from 


| 
| 
| 
| 
He would 


Nationalist Party. 
inform the right hon. Gentleman that 
Unionist Members 


there were twenty 


from Ireland who were not sent here to 


waste the time of Parliament pressing 


for legislation of an impracticable or im- 
possible character, but to support com- | 
mon-sense measures that would be of 
genuine and practical benefit to the coun- 
try. Seeing that the right hon. Gentleman 
had practically consented to drop the 


controversial Clause 36, he was convinced 


every one of the Unionist Members 


was ready to give the Bill hearty support. | 
He was unable to understand the Chief 
Secretary being deterred from proceeding 
with a bill which would do so much to 
facilitate occupying ownership of land, 





simply because the Nationalist Party was 
opposed to it. That Party opposed legis- 
lation of every kind that did not issue | 

Mr. Lonsdale. \ 
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from its own ranks. It was time the 
Unionists of Ireland, who were loyal to 
the Throne and the Constitution, received 
some consideration at the hands of the 
Government. Speaking for the farmers 
of his constituency, he would say that 
now the Government had dropped Clause 
36 they would welcome the Bill as an 
evidence of the intention of the Govern- 
ment to make some effort to settle this 
While 


too much could not be expected at a time 


interminable Irish Land Question. 


when the financial resources of the country 
were so severely strained, he believed that 
the more voluntary sale was assisted by a 
measure such as the Bill recently intro- 
duced, the nearerat hand would be the time 
when the happy despatch would be given to 
dual ownership by the passing of a com- 
pulsory enactment. He trusted, therefore, 
that the Chief Secretary would proceed 
with the Bill despite every opposition. 
If the Government, with its large majority, 
permitted all legislation to depend upon 
the will of the hon. Member for Water- 


' ford and his followers, and refrained from 


pressing this measure, which was just as 
important to Ireland as the Education 
Bill 


opposed by the Nationalists, they could 


was to England, because it was 
not expect to receive from the Unionists 
of Ireland that amount of support which 
they had consistently rendered in the 


past. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the Chairman do report Progress; and 
ask leave to sit again’—(JM/r. Dillon) 


put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported tomorrow 
Committee also report progress; to sit 
again tomorrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. POST OFFICE SITES BILL, 

a LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY 

Thursday, 24th July, 1902. . BILL. ' wi 
eeamenane Reported without Amendment. 

NEW PEERS 

GARSON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 

abe 5 AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANS- 

Victor Albert Francis Charles, Lord FER) BILL, 


Churchill, K.C.V.O., having been created 
Viscount Churchill of Rolleston, in the 
eounty of Leicester, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 


: Algernon Bertram Freeman-Mitford, 
' C.V.0., C.B., having been created Baron 


F Redesdale of Redesdale in the county of 
: Northumberland, was (in the usual 
* manner) introduced. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
/GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
: TRAMWAYS (EXTENSION) ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [1.1.]. 

Bill read 3* (according to order). 


k THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
. (Lord BALFOUR of BURLEIGH) : The whole 
of the Amendments to this Bill which 
stand in my name are, with one exception, 
' merely of a drafting character. The one 
' Amendment which does not come in this 
category has been asked for by the Post- 
master General, and it provides that in 
the case of the tramways set up under 
: this provisional order the Post Office 
shall have the same right to contract for 
the conveyance of mails on those tram- 
ways as the +y have under the Act of 1893. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 11, page 10, at the end of the 
Clause to insert as a new Sub-section : ‘ The 
: provisions of the Conveyance of Mails Act, 
s 1893, with respect to the conveyance of mails 
on tramways by tramway companies shall 
: apply to the conveyance of mails by the com- 
pany by means of any vans employ ed by them 
for the carriage of parcels on roads.’ ”—(Lord 
Balfour of Burle igh.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SUBWAYS 
AND TRAMWAYS) BILL. 
The King’s consent signified, and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee: 
with Amendments. 





VOL. CXL {FountH SERIES. ] 


|; LONDON COUNTY 


“LONDON, TILBURY 


Reported with Amendments. 
COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND IMPROVEMENTS) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
CAVEHILL AND WHITEWELL 

WAYS BILL. 

Read 3*, with the Amendments: 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed 
and returned to the Commons. 

", AND SOUTHEND 

RAILWAY BILL, 

WHITECHAPEL AND BOW 
BILL. 

Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 

BI 


L. 


TRAM- 


RAILWAY 


Read 3°, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 
ABERDEEN SUBURBAN TRAMWAYS 

ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 

RAILWAY (VESTING) BILL, 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL, 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISI: NAL 
ORDERS (No. 6.) BILL, 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(LICENCES) (IRELAND) BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made; Standing 
Committee negatived; Report of 
Amendments to be received to-morrow. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS AMEND- 
MENT (SCOTLAND) BILL [11.1.}. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


2$ 
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PORTPATRICK AND WIGTOWNSHIRE 
JOINT RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1*, to be printed, and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been read 2* and reported from the Com- 
mittee. (No 162.) 


RETURNS REPORTS ETC. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Annual report of the Commissioners 
for the year 1901. 
CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Report of the Board, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1902. 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

Forty-sixth report of His Majesty's 
Commissioners; with appendix.  Pre- 
sented (by command), and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 

SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868 (ORDERS FOR 
FISHERY GRAN'TS, 1901-1902). 

Report of the Board of Trade under 

Part III. of the Sea Fisheries Act, 1863. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 

Orders made by the Seeretary of State 
forthe Home Department, dated 14th 
July, 1902, applying :— 

I, Section 116 of the Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1902, to factories and 
workshops in which the making of (1) 
Locks, latches, and keys; (2) Chains, 
anchors, and cart gear; is carried on. 

II. Sections 107 and 108 of the 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to 
factories and workshops in which the 
making of chains, anchors, cart gear, 
locks, latehes, and keys is carried on. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

Trade Report: Annual Series. 

No. 2860. Russia (St. Petersburg) ; 

No. 2861. Portugal (Chinde) ; 

No. 2862. China (Canton). 

AGRARIAN OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 

Return for the quarter ended 30th 
June, 1902. 

IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 
Return for the month of March, 1902. 
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BRITISH AND FOREIGN TRADE, 


Memorandum on _ the comparative 
statistics of population, industry, and 
commerce in the United Kingdom and 
some leading foreign countries. 


PETITION. 
LICENSING BILL. 
Petition in favour of; of the Good 
Templars of Nottingham; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


LICENSING BILL, 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House, and by the Stand- 
ing Committee, to be received on Monday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended 
(No. 159.) 

PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL [u.1.}. 

A Bill for the better prevention of Cor- 
ruption, was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor ; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 160.) 


Coilege. 


NEW FOREST (SALE OF LANDS FOR 
PUBLIC PURPOSES) BILL, 
COMMONS REGULATION (SODBURY) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read 3° 


passed. 


(according to order), and 


EDUCATION ACT, 1901 (RENEWAL) 
BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1 
and to be printed. (No. 161.) 


COOPERS HILL COLLEGE. 

Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY asked 
the Under Secretary for India what the 
Secretary of State intended to do with 
Coopers Hill College, whether he would 
take any steps to secure fair play in India 
to the Coopers Hill men, and whether, 
now that the college was almost entirely 
devoted to the military and engineering 
instruction of British and Colonial 
students, the Secretary of State, as 
guardian of the interests of the Indian 
taxpayer, would claim a refund by the 
British Exchequer to India of the cost 
of Coopers Hill College. The noble Lord 
said that the Government of India was 
entirely disconnected from His Majesty: 
Government. The expenses of the India 
Office were paid for by India, ané 
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1125 Coopers Hill 
theretore he did not see that there 
was anything to prevent His Majesty 
the Emperor of India from continuing 
the Secretary of State for India in 
ofice after the other Members of 
the Government had given up their 
seals, except the fact that the English 
Treasury was continually sponging on 
the indian Exchequer, which perhaps 
made it necessary that the Secretary of 
State for India should always change 
with the Government. He might have 
visited Coopers Hill, and been introduced 
to the President, but for the sake of 
freedom of speech he had not done so, 
because On One occasion after a long 
conversation with the late Lord Beacons- 
field on the subject of his book ** Lothair,” 
Lord Beaconsfield had said something in 
confidence, and afterwards he (Lord 
Stanley) did not remember what point 


was said in confidence, and so felt 
tongue-tied as to the whole conver- 
sation. He was aware that the 


noble Earl the Under Secretary would 
give a negative answer to the last 
Question on the Paper, but the noble 
Earl would have to prove that India 
still had an interest in the college. 
Some history of the college might be 
gathered from the speeches delivered by 
its presidents and by Secretaries of State 
for India at the yearly public day of the 
college in July, when a portion of the 
students left at the end of the course 
of study; and he desired as much as 
possible to confine his remarks to their 
testimony. The college was founded 
under the auspices of the Duke of Argyll; 
itwas sufficient to say this to establish that 
the college was intended for the benefit 
of India and with a view to economy. 
He could not help thinking that the best 
way to make engineers was to adopt 
the method in vogue in the case of 
architects and lawyers. and place them 
in the office of a man who was already 
eminent in the profession ; but, as it was, 
a college was decided upon. In 1875 
Lord Salisbury expreszed his satisfaction, 
and that of all those connected with the 
college, at the successful results achieved, 
but complained, in the course of his 
remarks, that some of the students 
thought, when they had once got to 
India, that all their exertions were over, 
and that they had nothing to do but 
repose on their laurels. The speeches of | 
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Lord Salisbury were the best in the 
collection, for he took more trouble than 
any other Secretary of State to go inio 
detail, his knowledge of railway manage- 
ment enabling him the better to under- 
standthe subject. Lord Salisbury said— 


‘* Whereas very great proficiency is shown in 
the knowledge of Buddhist and Hindoo 
architecture, the same proficiency is not shown 
in estimating the value of bricks and mortar. 
Now, far be it from me to say a word indicating 
the faintest disrespect for Buddhist and Hindoo 
architecture, but in the relation to the Govern- 
ment of India in which I happen to stand, you 
will, perhaps, pardon me if I attach more 
importance than you seem to do to the excel- 
lence of estimates in architecture, because I 
attach importance to the exercise of that 
economy of which accurate estimates are the 
foundation.” 

Other complaints of a similar nature had 
been made of the want of knowledge of 
the first rules of arithmetic on the part of 
these students. In 1881, the noble Duke 
the Lord President of the Council, then 


Lord Hartington, in announcing the 
throwing open of the college to the 


kingdom at large, said of the college 


that— 


“It had been entirely dependent on India, 
and it had given back to India almost all the 
men it had drawn to that institution. Cir- 
cumstances had rendered it necessary to reduce 
the number of engineers to be sent out from 
this branch of the public service for some time 
to come... . The college had taken a step 
this year in the direction of independence. It 
had now a Board of Visitors, among whom 
were some of the most distinguished engineers 
of the present day... . The college was now 
about to invite to its walls all comers, and 
would offer to the kingdom at large, and the 
colonies, as well as to India, the opportunity 
for securing a traininy in that institution,’ 


This measure was good, so far as it went, 


to increase emulation, and to main- 
taining a full number of students. The 
noble Duke went on to say that it 


would be a source of great regret to him 
if the reduction in the number of appoint- 
ments in India, hereafter to be offered to 
the students, should cause a cessation of 
the connection between the college and 
the Indian Public Works Department. 
The noble Duke also said he felt some 
wonder that the students had time fer 
anything else but to be examined. Lord 
Salisbury had also commented several times 
on the effects of over-pressure put upon 
students. In July, 1581, a teacher of 
Hindustani ceased to be employed at the 
college, and the last examination in 
Hindustani and Indian history was held 
in July, 1882. This was a greater 
282 
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breach with India and Indian interests 
than the opening of the college to all 
comers. It would not do for those who 
managed the college to shelter themselves 
under Lord Salisbury’s words in 1875— 
“ Hindustani, it had been said, opened up 
the path between the English and the natives 
of India ; that was all very well, but not so to 
have an explosioa of anger in Hindustani. . . . 
All who went out must remember that on them 
was reposed a vast responsibility.” 
There was no doubt that Hindustani did 
contain a great number of very bad ex- 
pressions in the way of objurgation, 
but, if that was the reason for ceasing to 
teach Hindustani, why did the authorities 
not fall back on Persian, which was not 
open to this objection, and was spoken 
by educated people in Northern India ? 
It was a language worth studying for 
its literature, and it would be a 
stepping stone to acquiring Hindustani. 
The India Office represented some of the 
best and many of the worst qualities of 
the Anglo-Indian. Two years ago the 
Secretary of State limited the appoint- 
ments of Indian students to two a year; 
they could not call that keeping up the 
college for the sake of the India Office. 
At the last public day—in 1900—the 
President of the College, Colonel J. W. 
Ottley, R.E., said that fifteen students 
had received commissions that year in 
the Royal Artillery, and he advocated 
offering a couple of Royal Engineer 
commissions annually, in addition to 
half a dozen commissions in the Royal 
Garrison Artillery. Colonel Ottley also 
mentioned that the training of telegraph 
students at Coopers Hill had been 
severely criticised by the authorities in 
India. That seemed to have been the 
principal defect inthe instruction. The 
India Office had stated two years ago 
that the students at Coopers Hill were 


insubordinate. He thought Colonel 
Ottley deserved to be congratulated 
on the fact that he had _ been 


President of the College for two years, 
during which no complaint of insubordi- 
nation had arisen. Coopers Hill College 
compared favourably in this respect with 
Sandhurst, which had a bad reputation 
long before the recent case of incendiarism, 
He suggested thai the President of Sand- 
hurst should be retired; that Colonel 
Ottley, who had done so well at Coopers 
Hill, should succeed him; and that an 
old Coopers Hill man, Mr. de Winton, 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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who had been promoted to the chief 
engineering position under the Madras 
Government, and whose appointment 
was referred to by Lord Wenlock at 
the Annual Meeting in 1898, should he 
appointed President of Coopers Hill 
College. Mr. de Winton was a civil 
engineer and not a military man, which 
would be an advantage. He would say 
in passing that he thought the thanks of 
the country were due to the Duke of 
Northumberland and to Lord Hampden 
for their recent protests against the 
methods of militarism, and for up- 
holding civil justice. He hoped the 
noble Earl would be able to give some 
information on the subject of forestry, 
In 1894 Lord Reay, the then Under 
Secretary, advised the engineers and 
foresters to endeavour to carry the people 
with them, and he said— 

‘“« The engineers could not execute any work 
satisfactorily unless they had the support of 
the native officials; the foresters would find 
among the people, even those who could not 
read and write, a most astounding knowledge 
of the nature of the forests.” 


Lord Wenlock, speaking in 1898 in the 
absence of the Secretary of State, said 
great tact and skill would be required by 
those who joined the forestry, and their 
zeal would probably he cooled by the 
collector, who would have to consider the 
ideas of the natives who cared more for 
their cattle than for the forests. He 
(Lord Stanley) had consulted two ex- 
Bengal civilians, who told him that there 
was as much to be said for as against the 
forestry laws; but, in a letter he had 
recently received on the subject, from 
an ex-official from another part of India, 
the writer described the Forestry Depart- 
ment as a necessary evil, and the most 
hated of any throughout India. This 
was owing to this Department aiming at 
making money, its cutting off the villagers 
and their cattle from the springs and 
employing people other than local men 
who oppress the villagers and levy 
blackmail from them. He thought that 
Mr. Groom, the Professor of Botany at 
Cooper’s Hill was too good for the place 
and for foresters, and that he should be 
offered the post of Director of Kew 


Gardens on the next vacancy. Asked 
what he thought about the Coopers 


Hill men, the writer said he had 
known many of them in India, and 
they were most enthusiastic in their 
It could not be asserted 
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with any appearance of truth that the 
College had had that beneficial effect on 
the Indian Public Works Department 
that its founders had a right to expect. 
The construction of the Bengal Railways, 
even of the most recent, and the conse- 
quent floods and malaria close to Calcutta, 
proved how defective the engineering had 
heen. He believed that the cause of this 
had been that the Coopers Hill men had 
never had fair play, and that they were 
kept down and kept out of all more 
responsible appointments by the Royal 
Engineers. In 1886, the President, Sir 
A. Taylor, compared the training of the 
Royal Engineers with that of the Coopers 
Hill men; their preliminary education 
was not the same. The general drift of 
opinion was in favour of the Coopers 
Hill men, as far as regarded their pre- 
liminary training; but, on the other 
hand, it was said that the Royal En- 
gineers could, in consequence of their 
strict military training, be more fully 
relied on for carrying out their orders. 
In some cases, such as insufficient out- 
lets for rain water, remonstrance with 
headquarters might be better than 
military obedience. One way of giving 
the Coopers Hill men fair play and an 
opportunity of showing what they could 
do, would be to employ them on work 
that was much needed, the increase of 
accommodation for third class passengers 
at many of the stations of the State 
Railways. Such work would test not 
only their skill in building, but also 
their capacity for attending to estimates 
and contractors’ figures. 


He was sorry Lord Reay was not 
present. If he had been, he would have 
asked him why he expressed joy at the 
fact that Coopers Hill students had not 
been hampered by the study of any 
Latin. Cicero’s Oration against Verres, 
and Juvenal’s Satire on Proconsuls, 
would be useful to Indian officials. 
He contended that it would be grossly 
unjust to charge India with the cost 


Coopers Hill 


of the college, and then to make 
use of it tor other than Indian 
purposes, especially now that Lord 


George Hamilton had so reduced the 
appointments of native Indian en- 
gineers, and that in 1900 the Pres- 
ident announced that fifteen students 
had received commissions in the 
Royal Artillery, and that the Indian 
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Public Works Department had received 
so little benefit trom the college. 
The Secretary of State could plead the 
great amount of work he had to get 
through as an excuse for not attending 
the public day at Coopers Hill College 
this year; but, in that event, he hoped 
the noble Earl the Under Secretary 
would be charged with the duty, and 
that, in his speech, he would state how 
many Indian students were now to be 
found at that college. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
For INDIA (The Eart of HARDWICKE) : 
My Lords, I have striven very hard 
during the noble Lord’s speech---some 
portions of which I regret I could not 
follow—to arrive at the actual points on 
which he desires information. But I am 
bound to say that, with one or two excep- 
tions, | am unable to see how in any 
way the remarks he has made affect the 
Question on the Paper. With regard to 
the first part of his Question, last year 
various changes were made in the con- 
stitution of the college, and during the 
past year a considerable sum of money 
has been spent on improvements, both 
outside and inside the college. So far as 
the Secretary of State can state his views 
at this moment, the college is intended 
to continue to discharge the work for 
which it was originally started. As to 
the second part of the Question, the 
noble Lord expressed the opinion that 
the Coopers Hill men were not treated 
fairly, owing to the fact that the Royal 
Engineers were given all the best appoint- 
ments in the Public Works Department 
of India. The facts are entirely contrary 
to that statement. The Royal Engineers 
have been fora very long time a decreasing 
element of the Public Works Department, 
and there is no question now of any 
unfairness or interference with the rights 
of Coopers Hill students. As a matter 
of fact, of the twelve officers who rank 
as chief engineers in the railway, irriga- 
tion, roads, and building branches of the 
Indian Public Works Department only 
one isa Royal Engineer. | have taken 
some pains to get the statistic: on this 
subject. I think the noble Lord must 
be thinking of a time twenty years past. 
It is perfectly true that there was then a 
certain grievance. In 1881 the total 
number of men employed in the Public 
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Works Department of India, including 
Bombay and Madras, was 990; of that 
number 253, or 25 per cent., were Royal 
Engineers. In 1891 the total number 
employed in the department was 887, of 
whom 103 were Royal Engineers. The 
number of Royal Engineers was therefore 
reduced in that year to 12 per cent. In 
1901 the total number employed was 
768, of whom 74, or only 9 per cent., 
were Royal Engineers. The Coopers 
Hill College began to supply men to the 
Public Works Department of India in 
1873, and pow the pupils are filling up 
all the different grades. But there were 
men who were appointed under cove- 
nants beforethe Coopers Hill College was 
started, and these men are naturally the 
seniors of the department. Atthe present 
time the majority of the posts in the 
secretariat are held by Coopers Hill men. 
With regard to the last part of the 
question, it is perfectly true that when 
there has been vacant accommodation a 
few Colonial and other students not in- 
tended for the Indian Government 
service have been admitted to the 
college; but the fees paid by those 
students cover the cost of their educa- 
tion, and therefore no charge is thrown 
upon the Indian revenue. Then, again, 
during the last two or three years it is 
also true that a few commissions have 
been given to students in the Royal 
Engineers and in the Royal Artillery, 
and this is also considered by the 
Secretary of State to have a very whole- 
some effect, as it raises the keenness and 
the standard of education in the college. 
It must be remembered that these com- 
missions have been given wholly owing 
to the fact that great pressure had to 
be put by the War Office to recruit 
officers for the South African war, and to 
the fact that suitab!e men were at hand 
in the Coopers Hill College. This has in 
no way inflicted a hardship on other 
students, and in no way has it been a 
burden on the revenues of India. If it 
is intended—I do not say it is—to give 
commissions to a certzin number of 
students annually, it is quite possible 
that the Secretary of State for India 
will come to some arrangement with the 
War Office to receive a certain sum of 
money to provide for the additional cost 
that may be put upon the college; but 
that, of course, is a matter on which I 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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can express no opinion, because, so far 
as I know, there is no intention annually 
to give commissions to the students at 
Coopers Hill. When the noble Lord 
states, as he does in his question, that the 
college is almost entirely devoted to the 
military and engineering instruction of 
British and Colonial students, he states 
what is quite incorrect because, with 
these very few exceptions, the college is 
entirely devotei to the education of men 
for the Government service in India. 
The president of the Irrigation Com- 
mission in India, who has recently 
returned home, stated  semi-officially 
that he is immensely struck with the 
esprit de corps and ability shown by all 
the Coopers Hill men with whom he 
came into contact. With reference tothe 
noble Lord’s concluding remark, I may 
say that I believe it is the intention of 
the Secretary of State to be present at 
Coopers Hill College on the public day 
this year, and | may accompany him. 


SOMALILAND. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, in 
rising to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can give any 
further information with regard to affairs 
in Somaliland, | do not propose to tres- 
pass for more than a few moments on 
your Lordships’ time, although the kindly 
latitude which seems to he granted to 
some Members in asking questions might 
encourage me to unduly prolong my 
remarks. Somaliland has been very 
much increasing during the past few 
years. It is a country which I have 
visited and of which I have a considerable 
amount cf knowledge. Some few years 
ago, in the company of Colonel (now 
General) Paget, I traversed districts of 
the country which are now, I believe, in 
a state of considerable unrest. At that 
time we travelled with the consent of the 
then Foreign Secretary, my noble friend 
Lord Rosebery, who stated that he would 
not help us in any way, but he advised 
us to make friends and not treaties. 
That was the spirit in which we went 
into the country, and I believe, from what 
I have heard since, that our expedition 
was remarkably successful. We had not 
to fire a single shot in defence of our 
lives. I do not wish to give the impres 
sion that I consider this country a white 
man’s country, for I may tell the House 
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that, starting as we did into the wilds of | 
a vast region well equipped —we had 
ponies, donkeys, camels, and two dogs 
(the latter were eaten by panthers), and | 
everything we could desire—-we returned | 
to the coast after many months’ wancler- | 
ing, with no ponies, no camels, and only 
one donkey, which we described as the 
immortal ass. We formed the highest | 
opinion of the natives; they are brave, 
trusting, and thoroughly reliable. I am | 
very glad [ can address my remarks to 
my noble friend, whose hospitality on 
two occasions I enjoyed in India. We 
have heard of a punitive expedition which 
has taken place. Although, of course, 
granting the usual bravery and gallantry 
of our native levies, led, and always well | 
led, by British officers, yet I fear the 
result of that expedition has been negative, 
tor | see by the public journals that the 
Mad Mullah still exists and flourishes 
like a green bay tree. There is no person | 
in your Lordships’ House who has had a 
greater experience of Mad Mullahs than 
the noble Marquess the Foreign Secretary. 
What my noble friend does not know 
about Mad Mullahs is not worth knowing. 
My noble friend knows, as I know, how 
rapidly rumours fly through India. In 
Atrica it is the same, apparently by wire- 
less telegraphy. I will give an instance. 
When I was in Khartoum I was told that 
in the dark days of the Tugela, rumours 
reached there and Cairo that things were 
not going well with us, and if it had not 
been for the courage, determination, and 
downright pluck of Lord Cromer and Sir 
Reginald Wingate, a chapter might have 
‘een written in the history of Egypt in 
the blood not only of white men but, 
perhaps, of white women too. As to the 
Mad Mullah, I should like to know from 
my noble friend whether he is taking 
some steps which will check the career of | 
this madman. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For | 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, my noble friend 
asks me for some further information with 
regard to affairs in Somaliland, and I 
take it that when he speaks of further 
information, he means information that has | 
not yet been given to the public. I notice | 
that he speaks of information which he | 
had derived from the public Press; but, 
as [ daresay many of your Lordships are 
aware, the history of the events in which 
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he takes an interest has, up to a certain 
point, been given to the public on authority 
in the shape of a Blue-book, which was 
presented in March last and which carried 
the chronicle up to the end of February. 
It is set out in the Blue-book that during 
the summer of 1901 a force under Colonel 
Swayne attacked the Mullah and inflicted 
upon him two very severe defeats. Those 


| defeats I cannot say were of a crushing 


character, but they were of a_ severe 
character. The first of them is described 
in the Report of Colonel Sadler, the 
Consul-General, with whom I have no 
noble friend is familiar. 


says the result of these operations had 
been that three determined attacks in 
force were repelled with severe loss, the 
force of the Mullah being completely 
broken up, and the remnants of his force 
hot pursuit out of the 
Protectorate. Writing in July of last 
year of the second action, he says that 
a severe defeat had been inflicted on 
the Mullah and his followers by native 
levies commanded by Colonel Swayne. 
The Mullah’s camp was burned, his 
cattle captured, several of his relatives 
killed, and he and his forces had been 
again driven back with heavy loss and 
scattered in every direction, the pursuit 
being carried on till it was useless to 
proceed further. We certainly hoped 
that the severe lesson which had thus 
been taught to the Mullah would have 
produced its effect; but at the same 
time I am bound to admit that our 
advisers on the spot from the first 
feared that he might be able at a future 
time once again to concentrate his 
forces and give us further trouble: and 
that was what happened. I may say 
that at the time it seemed to us very 


| unwise, after these two actions, that the 


pursuit should be pressed into the 
waterless country into which the 
Mullah had retired, which, by the 
way, was within the Italian sphere 


of influence, and not within territory 
which we had a right to enter without 


‘a previous arrangement with the 
Italian Government. In the month of 
December last we heard that the 


Mullah was again upon the war path, 
and we heard in particular that he was 
attacking and inflicting severe punish- 
ment upon the Ishak tribes, over whom 








1135 Unopposed Private 


we had assumed a kind of protectorate, 
and who deserve in every way the 
deseription which the noble Lord gave 
of the best of the natives in that 
country. It was impossible for us to 
allow these tribes to be further perse- 
cuted, and, moreover, it was clear that 
if the Mullah were allowed to overrun 
the country without let or hindrance, 
uny prospects of the development ot 
what small trade such a country affords 
would suffer very seriously. We accord- 
ingly prepared for a renewal of opera- 
tions. We gave Colonel Swayne rein- 
forcements and the additional officers 
for whom he particularly asked, and 
we arranged that a British ship of war 
should patrol the coast with the object 
of preventing the entrance of arms, 
which were sure to find their way into 
the hands of the Mullah’s forces. On 
this occasion the Mullah declined battle 
and retreated once again into the arid 
region known as the Haud. This 
time we thought that it was not 
desirable to leave him alone even in 
that arid region, and Colonel Swayne 
is at this moment engaged in carrying 
on operations for the pursuit of 
the Mullah’s forces. I think I may say 
that the experience of the previous year 
has shown us that it is absolutely neces- 
sary to inflict exemplary punishment upon 
this dangerous chieftain. We also feel 
that we owe ‘t to the tribesmen to protect 
them from further ill-usage, and in the 
interests of trade it is also necessary that 
some steps should be taken to ensure the 
maintenance of peace in the Somali 
country. We have undertaken these 
operations this year under conditions 
much more favourable than those which 
were present when we were engaging 
Mullah in 1901. In the first place, 
we have arrived at a_ satisfactory 
arrangement with the Italian Govern- 
ment, which prevents our movements 
from being hampered owing to divisions 
between their sphere of influence and 
our own. We have an Italian officer 
attuched to Colonel Swayne’s force, and 
what is still more satisfactory is that 
the ships of war of the two Govern- 
ments are co-operating upon the coast, 
in order to put down the traffic in arms. 
We have equipped small local vessels for 
this purpose ; we have instituted a system 
of searches at the ports on the coast, and 
The Murquess of Lansdowne. 
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we have been successful in seizing several 
cargoes of arms intended to be smuggled 
up to the front. The traffic in arms has 
been one of the most serious difficulties 
with which we have had to contend. 
I may mention to your Lordships that 
discarded arms of a certain class were to 
be bought recently at a price of about is. 
each in Europe. ‘These arms were resold 
by dealers on the coast at the rate of about 
15s., and were finally sold to the tribes- 
men for 45s, a piece—a very lucrative 
arrangement for those engaged in the 
traffic, but one which seriously aggravates 
the trouble which we have to encounter, 
The last reports are to the effect that 
for the moment that nefarious traftic 
has entirely ceased. We hear from 
Colonel Swayne that the Mullah is losing 
a large number of his men by desertion, 
and that the health of the troops is good. 
I hope that before long we may be able 
to inflict such a chastisement on the 
Mullah that the Somali country, which 
my noble friend knows so well, and in 
which he takes so great an interest, will 
be relieved permanently of the evils 
which the Mullah’s presence has con- 
stantly brought to it. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’cloek till To-morrow 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Th ursday 24th July, 1902. 
The House met at Two of the clock. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence trom 
this Evening’s Sitting of the Chairman 
of Ways and Means. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
CONSETT WATER BILL [Lorps. | 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
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Unopposed Private 
FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL [Lorps]}. 
Verbal Amendments made (King’s 
Consent signified); Bill read the third 
time, and passed with Amendments. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps}. 
Read the third time, and passed with 
Amendments. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third time, and passed with- 
out Amendment. 


LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL [Lorps]. 

As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
BILL [| Lops]. 


considered ; to be read 


WREXHAM 


As amended, 
the third time. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 10). 


Mr. AsHToN reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 10 of Railway Bills; 
That Mr. Skewes-Cox, one of the 
members of the said Committee, was 
not present during the sitting of the 
Committee this day. 

Ordered, That Mr. Skewes-Cox do 
attend the Committee on Group 10 
of Railway Bills To-morrow, at Eleven 
of the clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Land 
Drainage Provisional Order Bill, Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 
10) Bill, Pier and Harbour Provisional 


Order (No. 4) Bill, without Amend- 
ment, Local Government Provisional | 


Orders (No. 4) Bill, Colwyn Bay and | 
Colwyn Urban District Council Bill, 


Finchley Urban District Council Bill, 
with Amendments. 
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Amendments to, Education Board 
Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(Barnes, ete.) Bill [Lords], Bristol 
Corporation Bill [Lords], Medway and 
Thames Canal Bill [Lords], Centra] 
London Railway Bill |Lords], without 
Amend ment. 


Bill Business. 


| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments | Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lorps}. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


HASTINGS HARBOUR DISTRICT RAIL 
WAY (EXTENSION OF TIME) BILE 
{Lokps}. 


Reported, without Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


BARROW H.-EMATITE STEEL COMPANY 
LIMITED, BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lorps], 
LIVERPOOL CATHEDRAL BILL [Lorps}, 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[Lorps}, 


MARGATE CORPORATION WATER BILL 
{Lorps], 
GREAT NORTHERN AND STRAND RAIL.- 
WAY BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


EDGWARE AND HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments, and an 
amended Title ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 
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Returns, 
PETITIONS. 


BURGH POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dysart, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
EDUCATION 


(ENGLAND AND WALES) 
B 


Petitions against; From Southport ; 
Rotherham ; Northampton ; and Salford ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL 

Petitions for alteration ; From White- 

chapel; Stepney; New Barnet ; Kens. | 

worth ; Shrewsbury; and Birmingham | 

(two) ; to lie upon the Table. | 





| 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | 
SISTER BILL. 


| 
Petition from Caistor, against ; to lie | 
upon the Table. | 

| 


DUBLIN METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
teturn [presented 23rd July]; to be | 
printed. [No. 291.] 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 
Copy presented, of Forty-sixth Report 
of the Commissioners, with Appendix | 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868. 


Copy presented, of 


Report of the 
Board of Trade under 


Part III. of the | 
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Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1901-2 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 292.] 


LONDON ELECTIONS BILL. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 10th June ; Sir Charles Dilke); 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 293. } 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2860 to 2862 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House, 


BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 (RULES). 
Copy of General Rules as to Adminis- 
122, dated 
10th July, 1902 [by Act]. 


POST OFFICE (REVENUE AND 
EXPENDITURE). 
Return ordered, ‘‘of revenue and ex- 
penditure of the Post Office for each vear 


| from 1869-70 (in continuation of Parlia- 
/mentary Paper, No. 311, of Session 1901), 
| and an estimate of the same for the year 


ended the 31st day of March, 1902, in 
the following form :— 
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—(Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
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POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE 
AND EXPENDITURE). 

Return ordered, “of revenue and ex- | 

penditure of the Post Office for each year | 

from 1869-70 (in continuation of Pariia- | 
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mentary Paper, No. 312, of Session 1901), 
and an estimate of the same for the year 
ended the 3lst day of March, 1902, in 


the following form :— 
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—(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
SHIPS COMMISSIONED (CHATHAM, 
PORTSMOUTH, AND DEVONPORT). 
Return ordered, of the number of ships 
commissioned at the ports of Chatham, 
Portsmouth, and Devonport respectively, 
also the number paid out of commission 
at the same ports during the past five 
years “(-—Mr. Reginald Lucas.) 
OUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Farr (Sutherlandshire) Poor Law 
Medical Officer. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney, 
and Shetland) : To ask the Lord Advocate 
it his attention has been called to an 
advertisement for a poor law medical 
otticer for the parish of Farr, Sutherland- 
shire; and whether such advertisement 
is in accord with the regulations of the 
Local Government Board. 

(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The attention of the Local Government 
Board has been called to the advertise- 
ment referred to, and they are in com- 
munication with the Parish Council of 
Farr. The Board have not made a 
formal regulation on the subject, but, 
when they finda Parish Council interfer- | 
ing with the fees charged by their medical 
officer'in his private practice, they call 
upon them to cease doing so, and they 
have repeatedly taken this course. 
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Congested Districts Board Grant in 
Ross-shire. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


‘ask the Lord Advocate if he will state 


how many of the roads in Ross-shire, 
for which the Congested Districts Board 
made a grant of £1,500 onthe 20th 
June, 1898, are still unfinished. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
The Letters path was not commenced. and 
the grant for it was cancelled on 31st 
March, 1902; the Cravir-Cromore Road 
has also not been commenced; but the 
other ways which are included in the 
final allocation of the grant are reported 
to be finished. 


Food and Drugs Acts Prosecutions- 
Costs of Successful Defendants. 


Str JOHN STIRLING-MANWELL 
(Glasgow, College): To ask the Lord 
Advocate whether his attention has been 
called to the action brought against Mr. 
James Shaw, dairyman, in the Airdrie 
Burgh Court, under the Food and Drugs 
Act, on 24th February, 1902; whether 
he is aware that Mr. Shaw, though 
acquitted, had to bear expenses in defend- 
ing the action; and whether he will 
undertake to introduce legislation by 
which dairymen against whom such 
actions are brought may in future be 
relieved, if acquitted, of such expenses. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) Xt 


_is always the case that where no provision 


is made in the special Act as to expenses, 
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(Juestions. 


no expenses in summary proceedings can 
be given to,oragainst,a public prosecutor; 
and there is a decision of the Court of 
Session applying this general rule to 
prosecutions under the Act in question. 
As the Act was only passed in 1899, and 
no such provision was inserted, | am not 
prepared to propose to alter the law on 
the subject. 


Trawling in Moray Firth—International 
Closure, 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will consider 
the expediency of instructing Sir Colin 
Scott Moncrieff, as representative of the 
British Government at the International 
Fishery Conference at Copenhagen, to 
endeavour to obtain the assent of the 
other Powers to the closing of the Moray 
Firth against foreign as well as British 
trawlers at an early date. 


(2 fnsivered | iW Vr. Gerald Balfour. ) The 
instructions to the British delegates to 
the Conference, which is now sitting at 
Copenhagen, call attention to the im- 
portance of arriving at some practical 
proposals for the better regulation of 
trawling by the International closure of 
specified areas, such as the Moray Firth, 
or otherwise. 


Tramways—Rates of Speed. 

Sm SAVILE CROSSLEY (Halifax): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, before ‘granting an 
increase of maximum speed to tramway 
lines on any section, he will cause an 
inquiry to be held with a view of recog- 
nising the difference between various 
sections of a line, and obviating danger 
to the publie and drivers from a uniform 
high rate of speed over all sections alike. 

(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) The 
rates of maximum speed prescribed for 
tramways by the Board’s regulations are 
fixed from time totime for the several 
sections of any lines upon the reeommen- 
dation of an inspecting officer who has 
traversed the route for the purpose of 
inspection, and advises as to the rate 
which may safely be allowed upon each 
part of the route, having regard to the 
shasasies of the road, the gradients, the 
nature of the trafic, and the safety 
appliances with which the cars are fitted. 
It is not intended to depart from this 
practice. 


{COMMONS} 
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Scientific Investigation in the North Sea. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, seeing that only the 
northern portion of the programme of 
Great Britain’s scientific investigations 
in the North Sea, for which a sum of 
£16,000 has been placed on this year’s 
Estimates, will fall under the supervision 
of the Scotch Fishery Board, will he 
state by whom the remaining portion of 
that programme will be undertaken. 
(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Arrangement are being made with the 
Marine Biological Association of the 
United Kingdom to undertake on behali 
of His Majesty's Government part of the 
scientifie investigations in connection 
with the International programme. 


Technical Institutions in India. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the 
number of institutions for the promotion 
of technical education in each Province 
of India which are supported wholly,.or 
partly, by the Government of India. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord 
Hamilton). I would refer the hon. 
Member to my answer to a Question by 
the hon. Member for Bethnal Green, 
North-East Division, on this subject 
given on the 17th July, 1900.7 I have 
no later statistics; but the Viceroy 1s 
now considering the subject, on which a 
special Committee has recently reported, 
and I expect shortly to receive the 

Report and proposals of the Government 
of India, which will, no doubt, show 
clearly how the matter stands at the 
present time. 


Gi Td 


Kythal—Statistics of Population and 
Economic Condition. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India w hether 
he has any official information showing 
that the economic condition of the people 
of Kythal in the Punjab (the population 
of .which in 1844 was estimated at 
150,000 inhabitants) has under British 
administration deteriorated ; and can he 
state the number of deaths by famine 
during the last four years in the Kythal 
Tehsil of district Kurnal ; ; and what 


+ See (4) Debates \xxxvi., 230. 








1145 


mate 


peop 
1845 


(4 
Ham 
Kytl 
from 
satis 
the ] 
1843 
to t 
Ibbe 
Indi 
Vice 
from 
matt 
to t] 
the | 
rule, 
nor 
Kyt 


144 


Sea, 
L of 
the 
- of 
ions 
of 
ars 
ion 
he 
n of 


ur.) 
the 
the 
ialf 
the 
ion 


of 
the 
ion 
nee 


Th 


on. 


en, 
ect 
ive 


ha 
ed, 
he 
nt 
ow 
he 


er 
ng 
ole 


at 
sh 
he 
ne 
al 








1145 (Questions. 


material advantages have accrued to the 
people of Kythal by their transfer in 
1843 from native to British rule. 


(Answered hy Secretary Lord 
Hamilton.) The Kurnal] district, in which 
Kythal is situate, has no doubt suffered 
from drought of recent years, but I am 
satisfied that the economic condition of 
the people has materially improved since 
1843. I would refer the hon. Member 
to the remarks made by Mr. Denzil 
Ibbetson, member of the Government of 
India, in the recent Budget debate in the 
Viceroy’s Legislative Council, describing 
from his own personal knowledge the 
material advantages which have accrued 
to the people, and the progress made by 
the district, since it came under British 
rule, and especially since 1870. I have 
no record of any deaths from famine in 
Kythal during the last four years. 


(fe orge 


Quetta-Nushki Railway—Surveys. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
ii he will state at what date it is 
expected that the survey of the Quetta- 
Nushki railway project will be completed, 
and how much of the _ forty-seven 
lakhs provided for that scheme will be 
expended on the surveys; and whether, 
when the survey Report is sent in, the 
Council of India in its Public Works 
Department will be free to reconsider 
the project so as to determine between 
the expenditure upon this scheme or on 
the promotion of feeder lines in aid of 
the existing railways in fertile districts 
inside India, or on the augmentation of 
the grants for water storage and smaller 
irrigation works. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George Ham- 
ilton.) I understand that the survey is 
completed, but until the accounts are 
received it is impossible to state the 
exact cost of these operations. The 
authority of the Secretary of State in 
Council as fixed by law provides ample 
opportunity for the consideration and 
reconsideration of this and _ other 
projects. 

Bombay Public Works Department — 
Grievance of Native Engineers, 

Mr.. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : 
To ask the Seeretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn 


(24 JuLy 1902} 
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(nestio ns. 


to the grievance of native engineers 
(assistant) of the Bombay Public Works 
Department with reference to promotion 
in the service ; and, if so, will he explain 
why the two posts guaranteed to the 
first two successful candidates at the 
examination for the degree of licentiate 
of civil engineering of Bombay have 
been reduced to one. 


« dnswered by Necre tury Lord Ge orge Ham- 
ilton.) No representation has been made 
to me regarding the alleged grievance, 
nor have I any information as to any 
reduction in the number of appoint- 
ments allotted to Bombay. 


Central Provinces—Publicati.n of Prices 
of Produce. 


Mr. CAINE: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will explain 
why, in the Administration Report of the 
Central Provinces for 1900-1901, the 
Statistical Tables III.—F, entitled prices 
of produce, is now discontinued ; and 
whether arrangements are being made 
for its continuance under some other 
head or paper; and why, in the same 
Report, Section IV.—A, Ecclesiastical, is 
also abolished. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord 
Huwmilton). Table III].—F has been 
omitted for some years back from the 
Administration Report of the Central 
Provinces because full information regard- 
ing prices of produce in each Indian 
province is given in the annual volume 


(feorde 


“Prices and Wages,” published by the 
Director General of Statistics to the 
Government of India. Table IV.—<A 


has probably been omitted because mcre 
complete returns regarding _ religious 
denominations in each province are being 
published in connection with the Indian 
census. 


Local Government Areas—Return of 
Changes in Acreage. 

Mr. DAVID A. THOMAS (Merthyr, 
Tydvil): Toask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he can state 
or give a Return (in continuation of or 
supplementing Parliamentary Paper, No. 
316, of Session 1888) of the changes in 
the acreage of the county boroughs, 
municipal boroughs, and urban districts 
in England and Wales that have been 
made since 1888. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long). Lam not 
at present in a position to supply particu- 
lars as to the acreage of the areas referred 
to in the Question. These particulars will 
be published in due course in the Census 
Reports. The acreage of boroughs and 
other urban districts in 1888 are given in 
a Return of that year (Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 333), 


(Juestions. 


Postal Packets to China—Customs Duties. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs whether he has any official in- | 


formation to the effect that British 


postal packages to China pay duty to. 


the Customs, while parcels arriving by 
German or French mail escape duty 
free; and, if so, whether it is proposed 
to allow such proceeding to continue 
without protest. 


(Answered ly Lord Cranborne.) — Im- 
port duty has been charged upon British 


postal packages to China, and there is | 


no doubt that the practice is legal; but 


we understand that parcels from France | 


and Germany have escaped such taxa- 


tion, and we shall certainly insist upon | 


equality of treatment. 


French and German Postal Services in 
China. 


Mr. YERBURGH: To ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the French and German 
Governments have established postal 
services of their own in Chinese terri- 


tory; and, if so, whether such proceed- | 


ing has received the sanction of the 
Chinese Government. 

(Answered hy Lord Cranhorne.) Post 
maintained in 


offices are China by 
France and Germany, also by Great 
3ritain, Japan, and Russia. His 
Majesty s Government are unaware 


whether the Chinese Government have 
sanctioned the French and German post 
offices. 


United Irish League Convention at Cork 
Court House. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N 


{COMMONS} 
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from Dublin Castle on Friday last in re. 
ference to the holding of the United 
Irish League Convention in the County 
Council chamber of the Cork court house. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
High Sheriff was informed as follows— 
The custody of the court house is given 
to you as High Sheriff for the purpose 
mainly and primarily of providing for 
the administration of justice. So far as 
is consistent with that provision, you 
| should allow the court house to be used 
_ by the County Council for the execution 
'of their duties (Local Government Act, 
1898, s. 72, ss. 3), but for no other pur- 
pose whatsoever. It is obvious that the 
promotion of a political meeting is not a 
part of the duty of the County Council, 
and a High Sheriff would utterly fail in 
his duty, for the discharge of which he 
is responsible to the Government, if he 
should allow a court house to be used 
for a political meeting, and it is your 
duty to resist any attempt to invade the 
building for such a purpose. In the 
discharge of that duty you are entitled 
to call for and to receive the assistance 
of the police. 





Royal Army Clothing Factory — Civil 
Servant \ebentoers Guar , ae 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether he is aware that in 
the Royal Army Clothing Department, 
Pimlico, the scarcity of pressing irons 
still continues, as well as delay in the 
issue of garments to women on piece 
work, and whether he will issue further 
|instructions in connection with these 
/matters; and will he consider the ad- 
visability of granting leave with pay to 
all Volunteers employed in the Depart- 
ment who go into camp for a fortnight, 
in view of the fact that regimental pay 
will not enable married men to support 
| their wives and families. 


| (Answered by Lovd Stanley.) The new 
| pressing house is awaiting the fixing of 
| exhaust apparatus, which it is hoped will 
be supplied on the 28th instant. There 


.): To | is no delay in the issue of garments to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | piece workers. 


As regards Volunteer 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will | camps, leave with pay is only granted to 


state the instructions which were sent to 
the High Sheriff of the county of Cork 


| Volunteers at times of national emer- 


gency. 
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Duke of York's School— Dental Inspection Army Rations—Jam. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney, Cotonet LONG (Worcestershire, 
and Shetland): To ask the Financial | Evesham): To ask the Secretary of State 
Secretary to the War Office, if any | for War whether he will state what 
arrangements have been made for den-| weights of the various descriptions of 
tistry and dental inspection of the chil-| jam were bought for the Army in the 
dren at the Duke of York’s School; and, | years 1899, 1900, and 1901 respectively ; 
if so, will he state their nature. 'and what weight of jam is required for 

the Army in a year when there is no war 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Arrange- | 


mts have been approved for the pro- ’ . 
ments have bee i PI ed I (Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
vision of a dentist and the necessary ‘ 


materials for dentistry for the next | The weights of jams purchased in the- 
twelve months, after which period the | years 1899, 1900, and 1901 are (exclu. 








arrangements are subject to revision. | sive of local purchases) as follows :— 
English. Colonial. 
Varieties. Total. 
1899. 1900. 1901. 1900. 1901. 

Ibs. lbs. Ibs. Ibs. lbs. lhs. 
Gooseberry - 971,467 3,589,016 2,202,800 270,000 382,000 7,415,28: 
Apricot 3 P $38,549 3,640,336 1,523,270 537,000 1,014,000 7,553, 155 
Plum - - 741,121 2,750,312 1,895,000 746,000 970,000 7,102,433 
Strawberry - 50,000 1,496,400 $25,000 25,000 25,000 2,421,400 
Black Currant — 177,606 ie =A a 177,606 
Blackberry - — 35,000 — - — 39,000 
Greengage - _— 50,000 — 50,000 —_ 100,000 
Apple ; , . 14,400 _ 100,000 _ 114,400 
Damson - . -- 215,200 = _ _ | 215.200 
Mixed Fruits — 469,400 =_ 578,400 — | 1,047,800 
Not Speertied - — - 765,000 _ 765,600 
Peach - - = - 166,000 298,009 | 464,000 
Marmalade - 907,615 4,158,870 2,105,000 = “= 7.171.485 
Totals” - 3,508, 752 16,596,540 8,551,070 3,237,400 2,689,000 34,582,762 


Jam is not issued as a ration in peace Native Labour in Rhodesia—British South 


time, a small quantity is issued as an Africa Company's Proposal. 
“extra” to patients in hospital, but no Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
records of the quantity are available. shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 


‘Secretary of State for the Colonies 
Fourth West York Artillery—Obsolete whether His Majesty’s Government is 
: eniganasenso now considering proposals put forward 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, by the British South Africa Company 
Central) : To ask the Secretary of State for the collection and regulation of 
tor War if he is in a position to state | Native labour in Rhodesia ; and, whether 
when modern breech-loading field guns these proposals, or the suggested ordin- 
will be supplied as promised to the | ances based on them, will be laid before 
Fourth West York Artillery and other a ' ; 5 
i ae Coe - | Parliament before they are finally 
Artillery Volunteer Corps, who are still : 
provided with 16-pounder muzzle-loading | adopted. 
guns of an obsolete pattern. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
(Answered by Mr, Sceretary Brodrick.)| His Majesty’s Government are in corres- 
Tam not yet ina position to state when pondence with the British South Africa 
modern breech-loading guns will be 
available for all the Volunteer Artillery. 
Up to date, 17 batteries of 4°7-inch guns : 
have been supplied to corps. As regards | Certain papers relating to the Question 
field guns, the whole question is under | of Native labour in Southern Rhodesia 
consideration. will be published directly. 


'Company in regard to the matter. | 
am not prepared to give such a pledge. 
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South African Trade—Issue of Circulars. 

Mr. PARKES (Birmingham, Central): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware of the 
manner in which South African trade is 
being absorbed by Foreign nations; and 
whether he will take steps, in conjunction 
with the Governments of Nouth Africa, 
by the publication of circulars showing 
the requirements of the districts or 
otherwise to assist British manufacturers 
to obtain a share of this trade. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 
(1) I am not aware that the bulk of 
the South African trade is being absorbed 
by Foreign nations. (2) I have, how- 
ever, observed statements in the Press 
that large orders have recently been 
placed with foreign firms, and I am 
instructing the Governments of the 
South African Colonies as to the best 
steps to be taken to assist British 
trade, but I feel that British manu- 
facturers must depend chiefly on their 
own enterprise and intelligence to secure 
their full share of the South African 
trade. 


(2.15) VUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Volunteer Efficiency Regulations. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a trained volunteer is efficient 
for the year who does not attend camp 
but performs sixteen drills and musketry ; 
whether a volunteer recruit can become 
efficient who enlists before camp, but 
cannot attend one, and performs forty- 
six recruit drills and musketry; and 
whether a volunteer recruit can become 
efficient who enlists after camp and 
performs forty recruit drills and musk- 
etry. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
A trained volunteer who does ten drills, 
but does not attend camp, can be re- 
turned as eflicient for this year, and 
draw the full grant of thirty-five shillings: 
if his whole corps is exempted from 
camp, he must attend sixteen drills. 
As regards the rest of the Question, a 
recruit can become efficient any year by 


{COMMONS} 





(Juestions. 1152 
doing forty drills and musketry: if, 
however, his whole corps is exempted 
from camp, he must do forty-six drills, 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES : Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take into consideration 
that there is no provision in the new 
regulation for recruits who cannot attend 
camp. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I ecan- 
not make any further concession. The 
arrangements for this year are, I think, 
complete. 


Lord Milner and the Cape Constitution. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been directed to the fact that Dr. 
Smartt has, in his speeches in various 
places in Cape Colony, in favour of the 
suspension of the Cape Constitution, 
read a letter written to him by Lord 
Milner in the middle of June, advocating 
the suspension of the Cape Constitution 
and authorising Dr. Smartt to make 
the views of the High Commissioner 
on this subject known to the public. 
And, what action, if any, does he propose 
to take with reference to this interven- 
tion of Lord Milner in politics in Cape 
Colony. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. Cramper- 
LAIN): (1) I have seen a report of Dr. 
Smartt’s speech; (2) I do not consider 
any action is necessary. 


Transfer of Transvaal Territory to 
Cape Colony. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies how much of the Transvaal 
territory has to be handed over to the 
Colony of Natal; and whether, in view 
of the dissatisfaction caused by this 
transfer amongst the Dutch in South 
Africa, the Transvaal can be maintained 
for administration intact. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. CHAMper- 
LAIN): (1) I have to refer the honour- 
able Member to memorandum A. in 
Parliamentary Paper Cd. 941, page ?: 
(2) The answer is in the negative. 
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1153 Questions. {24 Juty 1902} (Questions. 1154 


Under Age Recruits. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any application — has 
recently been made to him for the 
discharge of John Deacons, of Granard, 
County Longford, who recently enlisted 
when he was but sixteen years and nine 
months of age; and whether, as this 
boy was the sole support of his aged 
parents, he will direct his discharge 
from the Army. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Nosuch application 
has reached the War Oftice. The matter 
is entirely one for the discretion of the 
General Officer commanding. 


Coronation—Indian Guests — Charges on 
ndian Revenues. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the entire cost of entertain- 
ing the native Indian princes, invited 
to England by the Imperial Govern- 
ment as guests of His Majesty for 
the Coronation, is to be charged on 
the revenues of India; if not, what 
proportion of the cost is to be charged, 
and what is the total sum that the tax- 
payers of India will have to pay for the 
travelling expenses and entertainment 
of the native princes and Indian military 
contingent who have come to England 
for the Coronation, in response to the 
invitation of the Imperial Government. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing) : lamin communication with 
the Treasury on the subject, and am 
therefore at present unable to give the 
particulars for which the hon. Member 
asks. The original estimated cost of the 
conveyance, lodging, entertainment, etc., 
ofthe chiefs, representatives, and military 
contingent will be found on pages 38 
and 53 of the Indian Financial State- 
1, for 1902-3, paragraphs 192 and 
918 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: My 
\uestion was, is the cost to be charged 
tothe Indian Budget. 


LORD G. HAMILTON: A certain 
Proportion of the cost will, unques- 
tionably, be charged to the Indian Budget, 
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and has been included in it. The 
question I am unable to answer is what 
proportion will be borne by the Imperial 
Revenue. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, in view of the fact that these 
Indian gentlemen have come to England 
by invitation to take part in the Coro- 
nation, the Government. will reconsider 
the charging of the expenses to the 
Indian Revenue. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have told 
the hon. Gentleman that I am in com- 
munication withthe Treasury, and I am, 
at present, unable to say more. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
may | repeat the Question ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: You _ had 


better wait until the Autumn session. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): May 
I ask, will there be an opportunity of 
discussing this matter, and of deciding 
whether, as these people are our guests, 
we should not pay the bill ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have said 
that these estimates are included in the 
Indian Budget. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May Iask 
whether it was intimated to these Indian 
gentlemen when the invitation was sent 
to them that they were expected to 
come here as “ paying guests” ! 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: They are 
not “ paying guests.” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
If this Question is to be repeated in the 
Autumn session, will not that be after 
the Appropriation Bill ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down Co., 8.) : And 
will not the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer have retired by then ! 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: That has 
nothing to do with the Appropriation Bill. 


Governor Generalship of Australia. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when the new Governor Gencral 
of Australia is to be appointed. 


2T 








(Questions. 
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Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHam- these firms to submit amended tenders, 


BERLIN): My right hon. friend is unable 
to make any statement at present on 
this subject. 


Language Question in Malta. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any, and, if so, what 


reply has been sent to Mr. E. Semini, 


one of the elected members of the 
Council ot Malta, in reply to his com- 
munication, dated 12th May, the receipt 
of which was acknowledged on 8th July, 
with reference to the language question 
in Malta. 


Mr. BRODRICK (for Mr. J. CHam- 
BERLAIN): No further answer than that 
referred to by the hon. Member has 
been returned to Mr. Semini, whose 
letter raised questions as to the policy of 
His Majesty's Government, which .have 
been fully dealt with by Statements 
already made public. 


Irish Board of Education—Marlborough 
Street College, Dublin. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that tenders to build a new lecture 
theatre at Marlborough Street, Dublin, 
were invited by the Board of National 
Education on 2nd May, and that four 
tenders were submitted: and that when 
revised tenders, omitting part of the 
work, were invited, the two contractors 
whose tenders in the first instance were 
the lowest were not invited to submit 
revised estimates; whether he is aware 
that the two contractors thus passed 
over are Roman Catholics; and can he 
state why the usual practice was not 
followed in this case. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): I am 
informed by the National Board of 
Education that eight tenders were sub- 
mitted to the Board. The Commis- 
sioners. having scrutinised the tenders, 
decided to alter the original plans, and 
having selected, after careful considera- 
tion, and in the exercise of their discre- 
tion. the firms that they thought would 
most satisfactorily carry out the altered 


requirements, the Commissioners invited 


The religious denominations of those 
who tendered were not inquired into by 
the Commissioners, nor known to them. 


Mr. DILLON asked on what principle 
the selection of the firms to tender was 
made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board has 
power to exercise discretion in the matter, 
and I have no right to press for further 
information than they choose to give. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Were 
the altered tenders advertised ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No; apparently 
two firms were invited to tender on the 
altered specifications. 


Donegal Summer Fishing Subsidies. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland it 
he can state the amount of the sub- 
sidies paid to Seotch curers by the 
Congested Districts Board in respect of 
the development of the summer fishing 
on the Donegal coast ; whether it is pro- 
posed to continue these subsidies next 
vear ; and whether the same terms will 
be offered to native as to other curers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The total amoun 
of the subsidies paid to Scotch merchants 
was £96. One merchant received £64 
for four boats, and another £32 for two 
boats. The same terms were offered to 
a Cork firm, but, failing to find boats, it 
declined the offer. It is not proposed to 
renew this system next season. 


Dingle Fishing Industry. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Congested Districts Board are pre 
pared to give any, and, if so, what sup 
port to the fishermen of Dingle, in repiy 
to the petition recently presented to the 
Board by the fishermen and merchants ¢! 
that town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The petition w# 
received on Tuesday last only. It 
be considered by the Board at. its nev 
meeting on the 8th August. 
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(Juestions. 


Irish Prison Warders—Hours of Duty. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the diiference in the numbers of 
hours warders are on duty in local prisons 
in Ireland and England; what are the 
differences in the rates of pay in the two 
countries ; and whether it is proposed to 
assimilate the rate of pay and the number 
of working hours. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
hours performed by warders on duty in 
English prisons averages, | am informed, 
sixty-one hours forty minutes per week. 
In trish prisons the average, calculated 
on the five prisons at Sligo, Castlebar, 
Londonderry, Kilmainham, and Mountjoy, 
works ouc at sixty-six hours thirty-eight 
minutes. In England prisoners are 
exercised for one hour daily, in Ireland 
for two hours. If the English practice in 
this respect prevailed in Ireland the 
hours of duty for warders would be 
correspondingly lightened. ‘The rates of 
pay to warders in both countries are set 
out in the Estimates. It is not possible 
to draw a comparison between the two, 
as the classification is different in each 
coutry. No further changes are pro 
posed, such as suggested. 


Ex-Sergeant Sheridan's Victims—Case of 
McGoohan. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ot 
Ireland whether he has inquired into the 
sworn statements of James MeGoohan, 
of Aughoo, Ballinamore, and his son as 
to the conduct on their property by ex- 
Sergeant Sheridan and ex-Constable 
Reid; and whether it is proposed to 
award compensation to MeGoohan for 
the loss he sustained. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: James McGoohan 
declined to swear an information or seek 
compensation when his hay and turf 
were thrown down on the night of 6th 
November, 1899. The petty sessions 
clerk has no knowledge of his having 
done so at any time. I am not in 
possession of any evidence pointing to 
Sheridan, Reid, or any one else as the 
persons who threw down these stacks, 
although MeGoohan, | understand, states 


that he suspects the ex-constable named | 


in the Question. 
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Mr. TULLY: If I send an aftidavit, 


will the right hon. Gentleman cause 
inquiry to be made / 


(Juestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will certainly see 
if there is any evidence to support the 
claims. 


Labourers’ Cottages in Granard Union. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
the cause of the delay in the issuing of 
the loan for the building of the labourers’ 
cottages in Granard Union under their 
last Labourers Act scheme ; and, seeing 
that all the formulas of the law have 
been complied with, will he represent to 
the Board of Works the necessity of 
issuing this loan forthwith. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The loan’ was 
sanctioned by the Treasury in May. Any 
subsequent delay has arisen in connection 
with the preparation of the requisite 
mortgage deed, which was only received 
yesterday from the District Council. If 
this is found to be in order, the first 
instalment of the loan will at once issue. 


Remounts—The Studdert Case. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Major C. W.-+Studdert, one of the 
defendants in the Remount case recently 
tried in Dublin, is a receiver under the 
Land Judges Court. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. On the 
22nd inst. the Land Judge ordered the 
name of Major Studdert to be removed 
from the list of receivers. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Does this Gentle- 
man hold the Commission of the Peace 
in Ireland ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will give me notice. I think 
the reply is in the negative, however. 


Letterkenny Railway. 

Mr. HUGH LAW: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received a 
copy of a petition addressed to the 
Chairman of the Board of Works, Dublin, 

23 3 
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by the Dunfanaghy District Council, 
praying for a remission of a tax of 4d. 
in the £ paid by the rural district in 
respect of the Letterkenny Railway ; and 
for an investigation of the earnings of 
the said railway by independent audit ; 
and whether he will take any steps to 
meet the wishes of the Council. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, £): My right hon. 
friend has asked me to answer this 
Question. I have not yet received any 
report on this subject, but I am making 
inquiry, and will inform the hon. 
Member of the result in due course. 


Post Office Officials and Political 
Demonstrations. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the fact that a rural messenger 
attached to the Raphoe Post Office, 
County Donegal, took part as a member 
of a band in an Orange procession at 
Raphoe on the 12th July last, and if 
steps will be taken to prevent public 
officials in future taking part in such 
displays. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General will have inquiry 
made upon the subject, and will com- 
municate with the hon. Member. 


Crown Foreshore Rights on the 
Connemara Coast. 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether the fines 


imposed upon persons in the Carna, 
district of Connemara for the cutting of | 


sea-weed will be remitted, and whether 
compensation will be made to those who 
have been imprisoned for the like 
offence whether the Board of Trade 
will take the necessary steps to prevent 
landlords in future from prosecuting 
their tenants for the cutting of sea- 
weed, which is the property of the 
rown. 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaALrour 
Leeds, Central): The Board of Trade 
were not in any way parties to the 
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Bills. 


proceedings referred to, and I have 
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no information as to the circum- 
stances in which the defendants were 
fined or imprisoned. Any Question 
on the subject should be addressed to 
the Irish Government. The Board of 
Trade cannot undertake to prevent 
prosecutions, but whenever their atten- 
tion is called to an assertion of rights of 
property over Crown foreshore, they 
take steps to safeguard the interests of 
the Crown. 


Island of Tory Cable. 

Mr. HUGH LAW: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
breakdown of the cable connecting the 


Island of Tory with the coast of County 


Donegal; and whether, in view of the 
importance of telegraphic communication 
to the shipping trade and otherwise, he 
proposes to take any action regarding it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reply 
to the first part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. The matter is being con- 
sidered by the Board of Trade and other 
Departments concerned. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether there is any 
prospect of the cable being repaired during 
the summer ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
afraid I am not in a position to make 
any statement as to that. 


NEW BILLS. 
IMPORTED MEAT (IRELAND) BILL. 
“For regulating the sale in Ireland ot 
Imported Meat,” presented by Mr. Field, 


| under Standing Order No. 31 ; supported 


by Captain Donelan, Mr. Patrick O'Brien, 
and Mr. Clancy: to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 285. | 


DETENTION OF POOR PERSONS (SCOT: 
LAND) BILL. 

“To extend the powers of the Local 
Government Board for Scotland in regat! 
to the Detention of Poor Persons in poo 
houses and parish hospitals,” presented 
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by Mr. Baird, under Standing Order No. 
31; supported by Sir John Stirling- 
Maxwell, Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir 
Andrew Agnew, and Mr. Craig: to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 286.] 
SUPPLY. 
[TWENTIETH ALLOTTED DAY. } 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 
Crass IT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,108, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
1903, for the salaries and expenses of the 
ottices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin 
and London, and of the Inspectors of 

Lunatic Asylums.” 


(2.50.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said all 
who had listened to the Chief Secretary’s 
speech yesterday —everyone, at least, who 
was interested in the future of Ireland— 
would feel certainly no very agreeable 
anticipations for the near future of the 
affairs of that country. The speech was, 
from beginning to end, a declaration of 
war. It was marked by a total absence 
of those fair prophecies which they had 
heen accustomed to listen to in previous 
speeches of the Chief Secretary, and 
which had not been fulfilled. In yester- 
day’s speech he threw away all that 
mannerism anddeclared war upon the Irish 
people, and announced that no measures 
of reform could be considered until what 
he was pleased to describe as the policy 
of social prescription was renounced by the 
people and put down by the power of 
the Government. That was language 
to which they had been accustomed to 
listen from successive Chief Secretaries, 
and he had noticed on more than one 
occasion it was language which generally 
preceded some really serious attempt to 
apply a remedy to the condition of Ireland. 
The Chief Secretary made a very extra- 
ordinary declaration. He charged the 
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Irish Party with being more addicted to 
inflaming the passions of the Irish people 
with rhetoric than to recommend to the 
judgment of the House the case of re- 
form and ameliorative legislation. Of 
course, that was one of the things they 
had always been complaining of. Ever 
since the Irish Members came into the 


House it had been admitted by all 
English Ministers that one of the 
-enormous evils of the situation in 


Ireland was that a hearing could never 
be got from any advocate of Irish 
reform until the passions of the Irish 
people had been inflamed to boiling 
point. It was one of the curses of 
Ireland that they had ever been taught, 
generation after generation, that it 
was not toreason or argument in that 
House, not to the ordinary methods 
adopted by free and _ constitutionally 
governed people, that they had to look 
for reforms, but precisely to that, and 
that alone, which the Chief Secretary 
denounced in his speech, namely, the 
inflammation of the passions of the peop!e 
to some form of social war. Every great 
reform that had been carried for Ireland 
during the last hundred years had, first 
of all, been flouted, denied a hearing — 
spat upon, he might almost say—in that 
House, year after year. That was the 
case with regard to Catholic emancipa- 
tion and every one of the Land Acts 
which had to some extent mitigated 
the horrors of the Irish land system. 
It was the case in regard to the abolition 
of the Established Church and every 
reform, without exception, which had 
marked the history of English govern- 
mentin Ireland, and that was one of their 
chief indictments against the system of 
government of their country. They 
could not encourage their people to hope 
for any reform until the whole country 
had been turned upside down, and all the 
forces of social strife and bitterness had 
been let loose. What was the use of 
the Chief Secretary indulging in such 
absurd tirades, condemning them for 
inflaming the passions of the people by 
rhetoric? The real cause of these inflam- 
mations and social disturbances were the 
men who, like himself, admitted that to 
postpone justice was to deny justice, but 
who deliberately refused to meet, or 
attempt to meet, the admitted grievances 
of the Irish people. He knew the Irish 
people well, and, with all that had been 
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said about their excitable character, 
and the excitable Celtic nature, no 


rhetoric that they were masters of would 
sueceed in letting loose those social wars 
in Ireland unless they had been originally 
provoked by that denial of justice whieh 
the Chief Secretary himself had admitted 
within the last few weeks. Three or four 
months ago, on the debate on the Address, 
and on the subsequent debate when the 
Coercion Act was first proclaimed over 
the greater part of Ireland, the Chief 
Secretary adopted a tone of cheerful 
optimism, and treated this as a matter of 
very small importance, which would all 
pass over before a little firmness. 


warning, which he thought he might have 


given a little more weight to as coming | 


He had | 


from a rather old campaigner. 
said that the Irish Government, which 
embarked on a policy of coercion, was 
getting on a slippery slope, and would go 
much further than they expected. Since 
then, coercion had Seen proclaimed, and 
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; and 


He | 


addressed to the right hon. Gentleman a | 
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with assaulting a little girl, and an English- 
man charged with stealing a bicycle. He 
protested, next, against the infamy of 
treating these coercion prisoners as 
ordinary criminals. When Dr. Jameson 
was convicted, two Tory Members came 
to him with a petition to get him made a 
first-class misdemeanant. He signed it, 
but asked the Tory Members whether 
they would remember it when the next 
Coercion Act was before the House, and 
they said they would, and he believed 
they did ; but it had been ineffectual, and 
political prisoners were being wrongfully 
shamefully convicted as common 
criminals. Some years ago he was him- 
self undergoing a sentence of six months 
imprisonment, and he read in a newspaper 
that was smuggled in to him the account 
of a case which had been heard in the 
Dublin Courts. A man was charged 
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| with knocking a woman down and nearly 


| the 


nearly sixty representative men had been | 


put into gaol. Had the situation in 
Ireland improved! The clouds were 


kicking her to death. The only defence 
he offered was that he had mistaken 
woman for his wife. He was 
sentenced to six months tmprisonment, 
the same sentence which he himself 


| was undergoing, and he could not help 


darkening round the right hon. Gentle- | 


man’s course, and he was beginning to 
realise for the first time the road on which 
Lord Londonderry and his gang had 
driven him. 


He appeared before the | 


people of Ireland as the obedient servant | s l 5 b 
| nothing which would cost him their votes 


of Lord Londonderry and the De Freyne 
combination, 
had he attempted to answer the indictment 
of the hon. Member for Waterford, with 
regard to the shameful and most scandalous 
transaction in which Lord Clonbrock and 
Mr. Smith Barry, members of the De 
Freyne syndicate, as Privy Councillors, 
were invited tothe meeting to proclaim half 
Ireland. That brought the Government 
into direct touch with the conspiracy, 
and made them, until explanations were 
offered, the partisans and the slaves of 
the landlords. 

The right hon. Gentleman had ap- 
plied a monstrous coercion law with- 
out a shadow of justification in respect 
to agrarian crime. Ireland today was 
in every respect more free from 
disorder and crime than any part of the 
United Kingdom. One of the counties 
where coercion was in force was Tipperary, 
where Mr, Justice Johnson, addressing 
the Grand Jury at the last assizes, said 
there were only two cases of crime in the 
whole county—an English soldier charged 

Mr. Dillon. 


Not in one single sentence | 


| lived in. 


thinking what a strange country they 
He was a Member of Parlia- 


|ment who had done and said nothing 


which his own conscience condemned, 
nothing which was wrong in the eyes of 


the vast majority of his countrymen, 


or their confidence, nothing which would 


'deny him the right to go back to the 





House in a position of equality with any 
gentleman in England; and yet, in the 
eyes of the Government, he was a criminal 
in every respect—the same as the man 
who nearly kicked a woman to death. 
The obstinacy of the Government in 
pursuing such a system as that was 
infamous, and he agreed with Mr. Red- 
mond that no nation of mer in the world, 
who did not deserve to be called a nation 
of cowards and slaves, would be loyal to 
such a system. If they had power, it 
would be their duty—if they failed by 
argument, as they did—to put an end to 


that abominable system. 
Turning to the question of the De 
Freyne Estate and the Associated 


Estates, the hon. Member ridiculed the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Antrim as to the 
condition of the De Freyne tenants, and 
said they were living in a condition that 
was a reproach to any Government that 
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tolerated it. 


lived were wet morasses, which these | 


men and their fathers had won from the 
wilderness-—land not worth a penny an 
acre, excepting as it had been made 
worth it by the unrequited labour of these 
wuthappy people. The practice on this 
and the adjoining Dillon estate had been, 
when any people married in the old days, 
to give them six or seven acres at a 
shilling an acre, and when they had built 
their house and reclaimed a portion of it 
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| 


|in their holdings. 
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This could easily be 
done, and to postpone the settlement 
until there had been a further amount 
of disturbance and bad biood aroused 


| was another instance of the system of 


Irish government. The argument was 


‘all on oneside, and the solution was easy. 


| 


to raise the rent to £2 or £3. That | 
was the way the landlords built up 
their estates, and now they had_ the | 


audacity to talk about sordid agitators 
who lived upon the free gifts of the 
servant girls of New York. That the 
men who had obtained these, he would 
not say ill-gotten gains, because he had 
no personal animosity against Lord 
de Freyne, should complain of the 
present movement, amazed him. He 
was prepared to agree that the land- 
lords should get a good deal more than 
the market value of 


these districts, and allow the people to 
enjoy the fruits of their labour. The 
Congested Districts Board did a great 


work when they bought the Dillon estate, | 


which had so changed that it would not 
now be recognised by one who had 
known it before the purchase. Up to 
two or three years ago there was a 
horrible green pool in front of every 


pigs, cattle, and children were all together 
in the house. All over the estate now 
eattle sheds and dairies were being built ; 
drainage was goingon; and improvements 
on every side ; and there were also signs 
of reviving industry. Although more 
would have to be done to inerease the 
holdings of the poorer men who had not 
enough land to live on, the change 
already effected was like a miracle. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Antrim had never taken the 
slightest interest in the fate of these 
poor people, until he went down to back 
up the evictors. Whether it were soon 


or late, the De Freyne estate must be 
Sold; and, although the Chief Secretary 
might repeat his cheap heroics, the day 
wouldeome, and that soon, when he would 
be forced by the public opinion of this 
country, as well as of Ireland, to buy this 
éstate and gettle these people in peace | be peace, they 


} 
| 
| 


their estates in | 
order to bring happiness and peace to | 


| 


| 





Hehimself offered, before a single crownof 
costshad been put on the DeFreyneestate, 
that, if the Government would give them a 
reasonable hope that they were nearing 
a solution, he would go down and implore 
the tenants to pay their rents. 

The situation on the De Freyne estate 
was another illustration of the perversity 
and stupidity of the Government in deal- 
ing with Ireland. The action of the De 
Freyne tenants had _ been grossly 
misrepresented, It had been represented 
as a strike against rents, but it was 


nothing of the sort. In the case of the 


Congested Districts Board purchasing’ 
ord Dillon’s estate, they offered a 
good deal less than he subsequently got. 
He said deliberately that the tenants 
were offering to buy from Lord de 
Freyne at their full value the tenants’ 


/own property which they had themselves 


created on the estate. Yet they were 
called robbers! This was monstrous. 
‘The right hoa. Member for South Antrim 
made the amazing statement that the 
cause of the trouble on the De Freyne 
estate was not the settlement on the 
Dillon estate. Judge O’Conor Morris 


house, breeding typhoid fever; and the | stated from the Bench that the curse of 


the district was the De Freyne estate, 
and that the trouble on that estate was 
the inevitable result of what had been 
done on the Dillon estate. He (Mr. 
Dillon) had been tormented by poor 
people coming to lay their complaints 
before him about Lord de Freyne's agent 
and his predecessor. These tenants urged 
him to go to meetings. He did not tell 
them to pay their rents, but he did tell 
them to keep the pot boiling, and keep 
up a fierce agitation. On the Dillon 
estate they kept the pot boiling, and they 
got it sold. The same thing would 
happen on the De Freyne estate. He 
challenged the Chief Secretary to say 
that the condition under which the 
tenants of the De Freyne estate lived 
was tolerable. The Chiet Secretary could 
not say that, but he said that there 
must be no agitation, that there must 
must all pay up, 
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and then he would consider their 
case. Why had not the Chief 
Secretary considered their case? Ten 


years ago the right hon. Member for 
South Tyrone went over the De 
Freyne estate at the request of the 
Colonial Secretary, and denounced, in 
The Times newspaper, the misery, and 
poverty, and shame of the condition 
of the tenantry there. The Chief 
Secretary thought it was a good thing 
to use the sufferings of these people to 
abuse the right hon. Memberfor Montrose, 
but the tenants were in exactly the 
same position, and now they were told 
if they would pay up, the Government 
would consider their case. They had 
been told that not a single acre of land 
would be bought by the Congested 
Districts Board in any parish where a 


branch of the United Irish League 
was formed. They were not intimi- 
dated by that in East Mayo, and 


the result was that within a year that 
pledge was broken. He, therefore, 
hoped that a better day would dawn 
after some time for these unhappy 
tenants. The record of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the De Freyne estate 
was i base record. They had used the 


sufferings of these tenants when it 
suited their purpose, but now they 
threw them aside. The right hon. 


Member for South Antrim made one of 
the most cowardly and false statements 
last night in reference to a very dear 
friend of his—Mr. Valentine Kilbride— 
that was ever made in the House. 
He said Mr. Valentine Kilbride, a well- 
known Dublin solicitor, had deserted 
those tenants, and had been instru- 
mental, for selfish purposes, in heaping 
up enormous costs in regard to these 
tenants. He characterised that as a 
most scandalous falsehood, and he said 
that it was a most cowardly thing for 
the right hon. Gentleman to avail 
himself of the protection and shelter of 
the House to make such statements. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! To impute falsehood to an hon. 
Member of this House is not in order. 


Mr. DILLON said he would not im- 
pute falsehood to the hon. Member. He 
imputed falsehood to the statement, and 
he was going to say, before he was 

Mr. Drllon, 
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interrupted, that he considered it a most 
cowardly thing to impute to an absolutely 
honourable man—a far more honourable 
man than the hon. Member was himself 
—a dishonourable line of professional 
conduct, which he would not desire to 
repeat outside the House. 

Turning to the case of Sergeant 
Sheridan, no one who took part in the 
debate on this matter last Thursday 
week on the Constabulary Vote attempted 
to criticise or find fault with the 
action of the Chief Secretary up to 
the presentation of the secret report. 
He had no fault to find with his action 
in declining to prosecute Sheridan in 
regard to the case of the tramp Ryan, 
who was supposed to have posted the 
threatening notice; he had no fault to 
find with him for deciding that the investi- 
gation should be a secret one; he had no 
fault to find with him in deciding—he 
thought he was entitled to, and was 
wise and perfectly honest in his desire 
to get at the truth —to give an indemnity 
to the police who gave information against 
Sheridan. That was all fair and de- 
fensible and right, and,in his judgment, 
in view of the circumstances, the best 
plan of getting at the truth. But on 
Thursday week the question that was 
left unanswered by the Chief Secretary 
was, Why, after he got the secret report, 
he did not arrest and _ prosecute 
Sheridan. The Chief Secretary did not 
attempt to give any reply tothat question, 
but on the other hand the Attorney 
General gave a series of answers. He 
said Sheridan was not prosecuted 
because the indemnity given to the 
witness was of such a character that the 
Government could not prosecute. He 
declined to give the terms of the in- 
demnity, and then he made the extra- 
ordinary and amazing statement that 
the question of the prosecution of 
Sheridan never came _ before _ him. 
Sheridan was a criminal at large, and 
yet the prosecution of this man never 
came before the Attorney General. Deal- 


ing with the debate of last Thursday 


week, Zhe Times newspaper said in a 
leading article— 

“ One point remains inadequately explained 
by either the Chief Secretary or the Attorney 
General. Sheridan himself had no share in 
the indemnity, and immediately the result of 
the secret ae ped was known he might have: 
been arrested and put upon his trial, unless 
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the terms entered into with the other con- 
stables prevented their being put into the 
box. 


That showed that, even in the mind of 
so prejudiced a witness as Lhe Times, 
the answer of the Chief Secretary and 
Attorney General was unsatisfactory. 
What was the answer of the Chief 
Secretary last night? He said he had 
not investigated the secret report with 
the view to the prosecution of Sheridan, 
who was discharged five months before 
that secret report was presented ; but he 
took the report in order to see whether 
any reparation could be made to the | 
persons convicted on the evidence of | 
Sheridan. They had it trom the Chief 
Secretary that he did not consider even 
the possibility of prosecuting Sheridan. | 
In the report presented to him the Chief | | 
Secretary had plenty of evidence against | ; 
Sheridan, but the deduction he “drew | 
was that there was no sworn evidence, 
There was abundant evidence to ensure 
the conviction of Sheridan, and, although 
the Chief Secretary had had placed in his 
hands a report showing that this man 
was engaged in these crimes for years, 
and that he had convicted many men, it 


had never occurred to his mind to 
prosecute him. The Chief Secretary 
said the indemnity given to the con- 


stables was not in writing, and was not 
submitted to him, and was given by his 
subordinates. He said that was most 
improper, and the Chief Secretary’s 
subordinates had no right to give to 
those constables an indemnity that pro- 
tected not only themselves, but also 
protected Sheridan. He refused to 
believe the indemnity was in that form 
until he saw it. He held that it was 
open to the Chief Secretary to put 
Sheridan on his trial, to put those 
witnesses into the box and get them 
to confirm on oath the statements they | 
made to the secret inquiry. If this 
were the case of an ordinary criminal, 
the Government would have been free 


with their rewards to get evidence 
against him. But this was not the 
strangest part of the case. Through- 


out the whole argument it seemed to 
be assumed that the Government was 
thrown back on the police evidence, 
and the whole structure of the case 
of the Chief Secretary and Attorney 
General rested on that foundation. 
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Nothing could be more mistaken than 
that idea. The Government, with the 
secret inquiry, had at their disposal 
not only the police evidence, but ample 
civilian evidence also. There were 
plenty of civilians only too anxious to 
give evidence. He received a letter 
from a man on the 25th July last, 
before the Government had announced 
to the House the result of the seeret 
inquiry. That letter contained, among 
other things, the following statement — 
“Pat Farrell said to them, and is prepared 
to swear that Sergeant Sheridan asked him to 
get up a party and break into the house of 
Michael Carry, a cousin of MeGoohan, and 
half kill him, Carry, and that he (Sheridan) 
would watch for him. Farrell and Carry were 
on bad terms, and Carry was to be assailed 
| because he said it was Sheridan who cut the 
tails off the cows.” 
There was Sergeant Sheridan organis- 
ing a moonlight raid. In the writer 
of that letter they had a man _ pre- 
pared to swear that Sergeant Sheri- 
dan was engaged in organising another 
moonlight outrage, which did not 
take place, simpiy because the writer 
was too decent a man to fall into the 
trap. There was plenty of civilian 
evidence upon which to put Sheridan on 
his trial. Why was not Dan McGoohan’s 
oath taken ? 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY © ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : 
It would be simply one oath against 
another. 


not let a 


Mr. DILLON: Then why 
jury decide between them ? 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
said that technically it was necessary to 
have either two witnesses, or One witness 
with material corroboration. 


Mr. DILLON contended that Dan 
McGoohan could have sworn to the 
perjury, and the cow doctor who went 
over tle field and failed to discover any 
tracks would supply the corroboration. 
If it had been a case of hunting down 
Nationalists, the Government would not 
have been so particular. The hon. Mem- 
ber proceeded to quote a letter published 
in September last, and written by Dan 
McGoohan himself, giving his account cf 
the matter, which ‘he thought gave a 
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vivid picture of the way in which the 
administration of law in Ireland was re- 
garded by the people. The anger of the 
judge, the packed jury, the repeated trials, 
the placing of the policeman’s oath above 
all others, and the advice of prisoner's 
counsel that a plea of “Guilty” should be 
entered, to which Dan McGoohan had 
reterred, were all ordinary elements of 
trials in Ireland, and one could not be 
surprised that the administration of the 
law was held in contempt. As to 
Sheridan himself, many hon. Members 
seemed to be doubtful whether he was 
within jurisdiction, after the Govern- 
ment were fully aware of these crimes, 
and had at their disposal, as he con- 
tended, abundant evidence,. even without 
putting the policeman in the box, on 
which to bring him to trial. He had had 
a long correspondence with Sheridan, in 
which the latter denounced the “Sovern 
ment, asserted hisinnocence, and claimed 
to be ready to prove before an impartial 
tribunal that he was the victim of a con- 
spiracy. The last of the letters was after 
the secret inquiry, andin it he defied the 
Government, and stated that they were 
afraid to prosecute him, because if he 
Was put into the box he would reveal 
such a state of things as would astonish 
the world. Nearly a month after the 
Chief Secretary had denounced him as a 
criminal, Sheridan wrote aletter, which 
appeared in the /adependent on September 
9th, 1901, dated from Newmarket, 
County Cork, declaring that the public 
had heard only one side of the question, 
and that he would be able to show that 
others had planned and secretly worked 
his ruin. 


Supply- Civil 


The sum total of thematterwas that the | 


public in Ireland believed that the Govern 
ment were afraid to prosecute Sheridan 
and no amount of rhetoric would remove 
that impression. In the interests of his 
own police and his own Government, the 
Chiet Secretary was very ill-advised in 
leaving this matter in its present position. 
It had been said that the Nationalists 
were attacking the police force, and 
trying to make out that it was 
wholly composed of Sheridans. That 
was not true. They had _ never 
said it, nor did they believe it. 
He had heard the bitterest complaints 
in regard to the machinery and the 


method of management of the police 


Mr. Dillon. 
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force, and again and again he had heard 
the complaint that the Constabulary in 
Ireland was no place for an honest man 
to succeed in, that spies were constantly 
found in the barracks, and that only the 
men who did the dirty work got pro- 
motion. There were others who were 
doing the same kind of work as Sheridan, 
and they were the men who would get 
promotion, and the men who did their 
work honestly found they were passed 
over when promotion was in question. 
Those who acted as the accomplices of 
the police and as the instruments of the 
landlords, er as promoters of crime, were 
those who were rewarded by promotion. 
He was confident that the Irish Con- 
stabulary under an Irish Government 
would become an excellent police force, 
hut it would be because they would find 
that characters like Sheridan would get 
no encouragement, and the men who 
did their duty vould be properly re- 
warded. The Government had given no 
adequate explanation of their conduet 
in regard to Sheridan. This man had 
been at the merey of the Government, 
and they had abundant evidence to put 
him on his trial; and it would have been 
better to have taken this course, even if 
the jury had disagreed. There was a 
profound conviction in Ireland that there 
was a mystery about this case which 
the Government did not desire to clear 
up, and this transaction altogether 
strengthened the conviction that the 
Irish Government, at all events if not 
in its heads, at least in its subordinates, 
were still pursuing that abominable 
policy of ayent provocatenr, and manu- 
facturing crime ; and that was. still 
accepted by the Castle as one of the 
necessities of Irish government. eq 


*(3.50.) Mr. HARRIS (Tynemouth) 


apologised to the Committee for 
taking part in a debate which did 
not immediately concern himself or 


his constituency. He had listened with 
feelings of hopelessness to the vin- 
dictive remarks which had been hurled 
across the floor of the House. He 
ventured to offer to the Chief Secretary 
one word of encouragement in the ex- 
tremely difficult and thankless task 
which he had to discharge. There was 
no more thankless office than that of 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. As an 
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Englishman, he thought it was both 
satistactory and significant to observe 
that in the speeches they had heard 
during the last two days the representa- 
tives of each section of Irish politics—the 
United Irish League, the Orange organi- 
sation, the landlord and the tenant 
parties—seemed to consider that it was 
their one individual interest only which 
was being oppressed by the Government 
of [reland, and that too much toleration 
had been shown to every other interest. 
Only a few months ago the United Irish 
Lengue complained of the application ot 
coercion, while at the same time the 
representatives of the landlords and 
Orangemen coinplained that the measures 
tuken by the Government were not 
sufficiently strong to prevent disorder. 
What did they say now! ‘They com- 
plained because an Orange demonstration 
which the Government considered was 
dangerous to the peace, and which was 
tohave taken place at Rostrevor, was 
proclaimed. In the speech of the hon 
ind learned Member tor Waterford, and 
that of the hon. Member who seconded 
his Motion, three points were raised. 
they were the case of Sergeant Sheridan, 
land purchase in Ireland, and the 
coercive measures now in force, and with 
the exception of the meeting at Rostrevor, 
tue debate had been more or less confined 
iv those three points. He considered the 
case of Sergeant Sheridan a most un- 
fortunate one, but he confessed that he, 
and many others on his side of the 


House, after having listened to the 
various debates upon this case, were 


heartily tired of Sergeant Sheridan. | A 
NaTIONALIST MemMpBer: You have only 
had the beginning of him.| The Leader 
o: the Irish Party had told them that 
the object in continually raising this 
question was that the details of this 
case might be published far and wide 
wherever Irishmen existed. There was, 
however, one result of this constant re- 
petition which had perhaps been over- 
looked, and it was that some of them were 
beginning to think that all these other 
cases which had been spoken of, and of 
which, the House was told, that of 
Sergeant Sheridan was only an example, 
either did not exist, or that the Members 
otthe Irish Party were unable to produce 
them -With the exception of a man 


named Whelehan, which occurred 15 years 
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ago, they had had no other instance given 
during the debate of a similar case taking 
place among the Irish Constabulary in Ire- 
land. He thoughthe might almost venture 
to congratulate the Government upon this 
fact, because the Irish Party admittedly 
were desirous of finding similar cases, but 
were unable to produce any other. This 
one case of Sheridan was the only instance 
which could be produced of that ‘mass 
of villainy and corruption” which the 
hon. and learned Member said was 
rampant among the Irish Constabulary. 
[A NATIONALIST MEMBER: How many 
examples do vou want?) He ventured to 
think that the Chief Secretary had had 
before him a hopeless task, and one 
almost deplored that he took so sanguine 
a view of the situation as to bring in a 
Bill which was calculated to meet with 
the bitterest opposition from the Party 
opposite. He recollected a speech made 
before that Bill was brought to the 
House, in which a Gentleman now sitting 
opposite, not even knowing what that 
Bill was intended to promote, or what 
its conditions were to be, told his 
constituents that when the bill was pro- 
duced the only way to treat it was to 
spit upon it. That speech convinced him 
that, however anxious the Chief Secretary 
might be for the good of the country, and 
whatever remedies he might wish to 
propose for the troubles which existed, 
and whatever Bill he might introduce, 
his efforts would be received with pre 
meditated opposition and contempt by 
these ungrateful agitators. What would 
he the result, even if he brought in a 
Bill for compulsory purchase! In a 
speech which the hon, Member for East 
Mayo made in the North of Ireland, he 
with compulsory 


said, in connection 
purchase 

“Tf | believed the farmers of [reland, when 
they got their land, would sit down as the 
willing slaves of an alien (roverument, I 
would leave them, as far as | am concerned, 
under the harrow of landlords for ever. As 
far as Lam concerned, | am an advocaie for the 
abolition of landlordism mainly and = chietly 
because | believe that with landlordism gees 
the chief prop of the British Government in 
Ireland.” 
To Englishmen, compulsory purchase 
was synonymous with confiscation. The 
members of the Irish Party complained 
when a different standard of legisla- 
tion was applied in Ireland from that 
which was enforced in England. He 
ventured to think that no one in 
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England, in his wildest imagination, 
would ever suggest that a man’s property 
should be taken away against his will, 
and that he should only be paid such 
remuneration as would return to him an 
income barely half that which he would 
enjoy if he held his property. [AN Hon. 
Member: What about the railway com- 
panies in this country?} In England, 
when property was taken compulsorily, 
a fair value was allowed to the man 
from whom it was taken. He ventured 
to say that, if the same rule was applied in 
Ireland, so that approximately the same 
return of income would be given to the 
landlord to enable him to pay the 
interests and those unfortunate charges 
which existed so much on Irish property, 
and at the same time allowed him 
sufficient to avoid starving, no compulsion 
‘would be necessary, and the land 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the country would change from the 
landlords to the tenants. That the 
coercive measures of the Government 
were justified, he thought anyone would 
admit who had followed the speeches 
which had been made by Members 
opposite when in Ireland. He would 
venture to give one more quotation 
to show this. In a paper called the /rish 
People the hon. Member for East Clare 
was reported to have said— 
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* Nor all the police in Ireland, not all the 
Army in England, not even if they brought 
Kitchener wit! his whole gang (groans)—that 
is, if he had got any of them left, which he (Mr. 
Kedmond) doubted very much—not all the 
power of England can make them talk to, or 
walk with, or sell or bay from, or go next or 
near, any scabby land-grabber.”’ 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I am sure the hon. Gentleman will 
allow me to say that the quotation which 
he has just read of my words is 
absolutely accurate, but I think, in order 
to be fair. he should have gone on to 
quote that portion of my speech which 
I delivered to my constituency in which 
I warned and exhorted the people to 
have nothing whatever to do with out- 
rage or violence in any way, and to con- 
duct their movement upon the lines on 
which the trades unionists conduct their 
movements in this country. 

*Mr. HARRIS said that to his mind 
such speeches as those he had quoted 
were the justification of any coercive 

Me. TT rris. 


{COMMONS} 


1176 


Service Estimates. 


measures the Government might bring 
into force to prevent the inciting of an 
ignorant and poor peasantry to forms 
of cruelty more abominable than even 
recognised crime. 


*(4.8.) Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N,) 
said he should have expected to hear 
something better in the way of a speech 
than that to which they had just listened 
on behalf of a Government which em- 
braced so many able men both above and 
below the gangway. He thought it was 
a somewhat unfortunate position that a 
new administration, from which they 
were entitled to have a definite expression 
of policy, should be left to the support 
of the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down. They were all glad to recognise 
nascent talent on the other side, and 
they acknowledged that rising Members 
should get an opportunity of expressing 
themselves; but he thought the lon. 
Member, in liberating his soul, would 
have given greater sustenance to the 
right hon. Gentleman. While the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down was 
in his eradle, they had exactly the 
same speeches from that side. If he 
would turn to //wnserd any time tor 
the past  five-and-twenty years, he 
could read, almost in the exact words, 
the same kind of feeble support of the 
Government and the same kind of feeble 
attacks upon the Irish Members. Permit 
him to say that he thought that at the 
beginning of the career of a new adminis- 
tration, on theappointment of a new Prime 
Minister, they had somereasonto complain 
of the total absence of the First Lord of 
the Treasury in these controversies. In 
former times, when a new Ministry was 
inducted, ii was always customary on 
the part of the Opposition to challenge the 
Government for their policy in regard 
to cardinal matters of administration. 
During the whole of this debate, so far, 
the First Lord of the Treasury, the new 
Prime Minister, had remained away, with 
the exception of one hour, conspicuously 
from the House of Commons, denying 
to the Chief Secretary that support 
and comradeship to which, as a new 
member of the Cabinet, he should have 
supposed the right hon. Gentleman was 
entitled, and leaving him to the support 
of dolorous, dissonant eloquence such as 
they had just heard. Where were the 
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other members of the Cabinet ? Hitherto, 
this question of Ireland had been sup- 
posed to be worthy of some attention. 

In regard to the question of Ser- 
geant Sheridan, he thought that the 
Chief Secretary had acted very well 
indeed up to a particular point. He 
would go further, and say that, but for 
him, they would have been entirely in 
the dark as to the crimes this man com- 
mitted. But he failed to see what answer, 
jor his own eredit’s sake and for the 
credit’s sake of his own administration, he 
had now to make to the demand that 
the criminal should be brought to 
justice. With the disclosures they were 
now acquainted with, why did he 
not put the law of extradition in force 
and put Sheridan on his trial? They 
all remembered how this House used 
to be excited in regard to Mr. Jabez 
Balfour, a member of the Liberal Party 
in this House, who defrauded some poor 
people of several thousands of pounds. 
Every day the Liberal Party were asked 
why they did not bring Jabez Balfour to 
trial, and the whole resources of civilisa- 
tion were employed, and thousands of 
pounds were spent, in regard to the case 
of Jabez Balfour, because, being a 
Liberal Member of Parliament, it was 
thought that dirt could be thrown on 
his Party. There was a Liberal peer the 
other day who went and contracted an 
irregular marriage in Arizona. It 
was not alone that they tried Lord 
Russell for what he ventured to say, 
English morality being what it was, was 
a mere trumpery crime; but they set 
upin the House of Lords a special cham ber 
to try him, and for that fine pageant they 
put the country to an expense of several 
thousand pounds. He would not go into 
cther eases, but they were numerous. 
Here, in regard to a matter on which the 
opinion of the House of Commons was 


nanimous—namely, that they were 
dealing with a base and _— shocking 


criminal—he should have supposed that 
the Government, in their own interest, 
would have been glad to have vindicated 
the Royal Irish Constabulary by giving 
Mr. Sheridan what he demanded—a full 
inquiry. Why was it notdone? If they 
could have the truth about this matter,the 
Chief Secretary had a much better defence 
tomake—only he could not make it—than 
he had given tothe House. He ventured 
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to say that this was what had occurred : 
The Chief Secretary was young and 
ingenuous when he went to Ireland. He 
detected this man red-handed in convict- 
ing, one after another, four innocent men. 
One of the judges was involved in it, 
many policemen were involved in it ; and 
he was probably told by older officials 
that he had burned his fingers, and 
that he had better go no farther, because, if 
he did, he (the hon. Member) believed the 
whole fabric of the Royal [rish Constabu- 
lary would fall to the ground. He would 
say this: Well as the right hon. Gentle- 
man up to this point had acted, he did 
not believe they would ever have heard 
of Sheridan’s crime, but that Sheridan 
was a Catholic, and that Irwin, his sub- 
inspector, was a Protestant. If Sheridan 
had been a Protestant, he would be still 
holding high office in the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. He did not say this as 
against the right hon. Gentleman, for he 
believed he was entirely free from bigotry. 
He was speaking of the immediate chiefs 
of this man; and every one of them, from 
the highest to the lowest, and every 
engine of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
would have been set in motion in order 
to screen him. Why did the Government 
not try him now? He did not believe 
they could convict Sheridan now, and 
that was probably what was also in the 
mind of the Chief Secretary, because of 
the class of jurors which they got 
in Ireland. Did they think they would 
give the Nationalists a triumph? Did 
they think the Crown Prosecutors would 
give the Nationalists a triumph ? Did they 
think that the judges would be anxious 
to throw dirt on the decision of one of 
their own number when he had harangued 
the jury for the conviction of the un- 
fortunate M‘Goohan ? No; the old Jugger- 
naut car of British justice in Ireland was 
not made to “reverse engines!” They could 
not grow figs on thorns, and they vuld not 
get justice in Ireland in a case of this 
kind. He maintained that there was a 
horrid contrast between the fairness of 
the justice administered to ordinary 
criminals—thieves, garroters, prostitutes 

andthe justice administered the moment 
anything approaching to an attack was 
made upon a landlord, upon an intolerant 
Protestant, or the moment in which any 
member of the ascendency elass was in- 
volved. In any of these latter cases there 
was no chance for any man to get justice 
in Ireland. 
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The right hon. Gentleman, he must 
say, made a very brilliant speech last 
night, but he regretted its tone and its 
The right hon. Gentleman was, 


Supply —Ciril 


temper. 





as he understood although as yet 
there was uo official knowledge of the 


fact-—to be put in that cabinet with 
sole charge of Irish administration. 
Well, they were told that the Chief 
Secretary's office was a thankless office. 
Fifty years ago Dan O'Connell said 
that the Chief Secretary's office was 
that of a “shavebeggar,’ that it was an 
office into which a man was put while he 
was learning his duties for other posts. 
That was the misfortune of the position. 
He could remember 13 different Chief 
Secretaries in 22 years, and in that time 
they had spent a million of money 
on the Chief Seeretary’s office, and 
another million on the Lord — Lieu- 
tenant’s office; and the only change 
that he could find that they had 
made—the only reform which they had 
brought about in the case of Dublin Casile 
was that they had saved the salary of 
one kettledrummer—amount, £12 10s. 
For the twenty-two years they had been 
debating Castle reform, that was, as far as 
he knew, the sole result of the attacks they 
had made on the Castle system. He 
was saying that the right hon. Gentleman, 
in his tone and temper last night, was 
ill-advised. Perhaps from the right hou. 
Gentleman's point of view it was not 
unnatural for him to say that Nationalist 
Members were “more apt to excite the 
passions of the Irish peasantry by rhetoric 
than to convince the House of Commons 
by argument.” Did any one suppose that 
if, instead of eighty Irish Members 
picked up, owing to the necessities 
of the case, from the desk, the shop, 





the counter, and the farm—they had 
eighty Demosthenes, all speaking with 
the tongues of angels—cdid the Com- 


mittee think that they could make any 
impression on the hon. Member who 
had just sat down’? He must say that, 
when, in the course of time, the hon. 
Member was rewarded—of course, he 
did not know when that would be, but 
when he was rewarded with a position on 
the Treasury Bench—he might, perhaps, 
be even Chief Secretary: he was just 
the timber that Chief Secretaries were 
made out of—he ventured to say that 
his invincible ignorance would cling 
round him still. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that the Irish Nationalist 
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Members could not argue with the House 
of Commons. One would think, from 


what the right hon. Gentleman said, 
that it was the House of Commons 
which ruled Ireland. It was not the 


House of Commons that ruled Ireland - 
it was the House of Lords. What 
representation had they in the House 
of Lords? They might send Bill after 
Bill affecting Ireland trom this House up 
to the House of Lords, but these would 
be smothered in that lethal chamber, and 
scarcely a bubble would rise above the 
surface to denote their asphyxiation. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary, he was quite sure, was carrying 
out a policy in which he did not 
believe. It was forced upon him by Lord 
Londonderry and his friends. Did any 
man on the Conservative Benches 
believe that, if an Irish Chief Secretary 
could have his way, and could rule 
Ireland from his own personal point 
of view, he would rule it from 
the point of view that the present 
Chief Secretary was doing now? The 
right hon. Gentleman dropped some- 
thing vesterday which they heard on 
these Benches. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was asked something about 
providing money for land purchiase ; 
exclaim under 


and he was heard to 
his breath, “How could I get over 
Beach ?” That was the trouble: he 


get over Beach. But he 

had many another five-barred gate to 
rl . 

get over. There was Balfour, and 

Long, and Hanbury. 


could not 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 


order ! 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY said that of course 
he used their names as cyphers. He did 
not mean to offend the right hon. 
Gentlemen in the slightest degree, and 
he had the highest admiration for all 
of them. What he was going to say 
was—how was the right hon. Gentle 
man to get over Lord Londonderry! 
The Chief Secretary, in order to bring 
about any reform in Ireland, had either 
to threaten a Cabinet crisis, or be 
assisted from Ireland by a blunderbuss. 
There was no other alternative. The 
wheels of legislation were clogged. They 
had their own English Bills, their Water 
Bills, Education Bills, Electrie Railway 
Bills, and all their other Bills, year 
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after year. They had their 
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own | they were with Coercion Acts from time 


interests to consider, and the notion | to time, contained on almost every page 


that one man in the Cabinet dealing | 


with the urgent affairs of Ireland with 
nineteen ignorant Englishmen could 
overcome the ris inerfia of these nineteen 
Gentlemen was an absurd suggestion. 
Then it was said that the Irish Members 
had to argue with the House of Com- 
mons. No, Sir, they did not come there 
to argue. He had never argued on 


something about canals, roads, piers, 


harbours, fisheries, grazings—something 
‘about lightening the taxes, something in 


lin Russia 


anything in this House, and he never | 


would. They came there to state their 
opinions, and they told the Government 


to take the consequences. That was 
the position they assumed. But he 
had some hope with regard to the| 


Irish Land question, though all of them 
on this side did not see eye to eye on 
that question—that the right hon. 
Gentleman would have been able, with 
his great experience of 


Ireland, to | 


demand, asa right, a competent portion of | 


That 


time for debating Irish interests. 


was denied to them. What became, 
then, of the Act of Union? They did 
not come there to discuss Estimates. 


What was it to him whether the right | 


hon. Gentleman got £5,000 a year or 
£500 a year! That was for himself to 
consider. They did not come there to 
discuss Africa; they came there to talk 
about their own parishes and their own 


the interests of the country. All the 
noble public buildings in Ireland were 
erected by the Irish Parliament. But 
what had this Parliament done for 
Ireland? It was said by some one 
that when: England was 
expelled from India nothing would be 
left as a monument of English rule 
but railways and soda water bottles. 
There would not be even the soda water 
bottles in Ireland; and as for the rail- 
ways, these had been turned into an 
engine of oppression of the Irish people. 
Turn to the statutes today,. passed by 
this great civilised Parliament, this 
Parliament of the Empire-—-go back for 
any period of the last century — and 
what was the attention they had given 
to this neglected, this miserable Ireland, 
this sick child of the British Empire ! 
He ventured to say that if one Act a year 
was passed for the benefit of Ireland, 
forty were passed for Great Britain, 
leaving out of account altogether the 
hundreds of private Acts passed for the 


‘benefit of the municipalities and big 


there as it 


counties. They did not care a groat 
for the British Empire. The British 
Empire could take care of itself. They 
were there to look after the small | 
concerns of the daily life of the 
people of their country. They had 
no other concern under heaven. Eng- 


land destroyed their little Parliament. 
England took it away by corrupting 
the very same gang which were now 
in the ascendency. It was not the 
common people who sold the Irish 
Parliament. It was the predecessors of 
Lord Londonderry and his friends who 
sold it for gain. 


to discuss the affairs of their island. He 
had said years ago in this House that if 
they took out a volume of the statutes 
passed in any year by this miserable 
Ascendency Parliament in Ireland which 
was destroyed—and rememberevery oneof 
these men were Protestants, belonging to 
the little narrow ascendency knot who were 
the curse of the country—that, bad and all 
as they were, these statutes, mottled though 


They asked from the | 
Government a competent portion of time | ; 
/demanded that the Irish Land question 


| 


| poorhouses in Ireland. 


towns. How many Bills per annum would 
a native Parliament enact for Ireland in 
all these years? Would the burning 
question of the moment be handled 
is treated here? This Land 
question was so simple as to be almost 
ridiculous. It was so simple that even the 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
knew something about it, because he had 
said it was simply a question of price. 
They asked for a fair amount of time to 
deal with the matter; they spoke as the 
representatives of the Irish nation, the 
representatives of “My brave Irish 
soldiers” who fought so well in Africa, 
and so many of whom were now in the 
But the answer 
they got was, “No, we have no time for 
your trumpery affairs.” But while he 


should be dealt with as a whole, because 
his constituency was as much entitled to 
legislation as any other part of the 
country, this terrible horror on the De 
Freyne estate was a measurable question 
which could be dealt with by the applica- 
tion of a few thousand pounds. Why 
was it not forthcoming? Two hundred 


and fifty million pounds had been sunk 
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in the sands of Africa to please the Jews 
and to get the franchise for the Uit- 
landers. Where was the Uitlander now ? 
But when Irish Members asked not for two 
hundred and fifty or fifty millions but only 
for a few millions to deal with this terrible 
question in Connaught, the answer was, 
“Qh, no, we cannot do anything out of the 
British Treasury.” His generous English 
friends should remember how Ireland 
was being robbed all this time. Ten 
million pounds were being extracted 
year after year out of the country for 
the upkeep of ‘‘Sergeants Sheridan,” 
with no good that any human soul 
could see resulting from the existence 
of British Government in Ireland. He 
would rather that the Turks were 
there. He would cheerfully exchange 
the rule of the Sultan for that of 
His Majesty King Edward VII. He 
would, at any rate, make a trial of 
him, and see how they could get on 
with the Bashi Bazouks. 
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A more appalling system of administra- 
tion was never inflicted on any country. 
It was impossible to know where the 
Government of Ireland was. In fact, 
there was no Government. There were 
a few gaugers taking in the money, and 
a few policemen for putting agitators 
into jail, and that was the sum total 
of Government in Ireland. ‘There was 
no paternal administration, no shepherd- 
ing of the industries and _ interests 
of the people. He was surprised at the 
fuss the English made about law and 
order in Ireland. The Chief Secretary 
yesterday held up his hands in holy 
horror because some speeches which he 
did not like were made in the Cork 
Court House. One would have thought 
that the Ark of the Covenant had been 
violated. The right hon. Gentleman 
declared that a grave scandal had been 
committed, What was the grave 
scandal! Every stone of the Court 
House was paid for by the ratepayers’ 
money. It was their Court House just 
as much as that hat [The hon. Member 
held up his hat} was his hat; and the 
grave scandal consisted in the fact that 
the representatives of the ratepayers 
gave an hour's shelter to a number of 
gentlemen whose speeches they were 
anxious to hear. According to the 
view which seemed to prevail, the 
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sheriff should have ordered the con- 
stabulary to fix bayonets and drive 
out of that polluted temple of justice, 


sacred to the oaths of ‘Sergeants 
Sheridan,” the leaders of the Irish 
people. That was the reasonable 


position taken up by the Chief Secre- 
tary. It was an absolutely hopeless 
position. There was not, so far as he 
knew, a single ounce of sense in the 
Government of Ireland. Could not the 
Government quietly take the ten 
millions a year out of the pockets of 
the Irish people, and leave them 
alone? Could they not make a 
ring, and see fair play between landlord 
and tenant ? Lord de Freyne ; had 
commenced an action against his hon. 
friends on the civil side of the 
Court. Why did not the Government 
leave him to his remedy? Lord De 
Freyne, who, presumably, was well 
advised, said that he could recover heavy 
damages in the Chancery Division 
against everybody who had taken money 
out of his pocket. Why, in addition to 
that, did the Government give the Nation- 
alist Members the plank bed to boot? 
Was that holding the scales evenly? 
Why, when they robbed the Irish people 
of this £10,000,000 a year, and got the 
Irish soldiers to enlist in their regiments, 
did not the Government leave these great 
proprietors alone to fight out their battle 
with their tenants, instead of coming in 
and throwing the Sword and the Crown 
into the seale on behalf of landlords like 
Lord De Freyne? His views on this 
Land question, as well as on the con- 
duct of public affairs, were such that it 
was not easy for him, differing as 
he did as to details of policy in many 
respects from some of his hon. friends on 
that side of the House, to state without 
conflict, which he wished to avoid. what he 
thought ought to be done for the Irish 
tenants. He certainly conceived that 
when they got down to the machinery 
ot purchase it was largely a question of 
price. He believed that if they could get 
the landlords to leave their case, such as 
it was, in the hands of skilled and tem- 
perate men—who, after all, could be 
obtained for a consideration—and, on 
the other side, the representatives of the 
tenants to put forward their case, they 
could settle three-fourths of the Irish 
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Land question, and that whatever be- 
draggled tail remained behind the 
English people would be quite willing to 
deal with on the lines of compulsory 
purchase. But much as he differed from 
some of his hon. friends as to some of their 
recent action the notion that the Irish 
people could be dragooned and driven by 
Coercion Acts was absolutely absurd. 
There was no justification whatever fer 
the proclamation of the Coercion Act. 
He had stated in a former debate that a 
Coercion proclamation should not issue 
unless the Government were able to 
make a case for a Coercion Act in this 
House. No such case had been made, 
and the right hon. Gentleman was in 
the unhappy position of being, with good 
intentions and instincts, powerless to 
deal with the Land question; and he 
would go, as other Chief Secretaries 
before him had gone, either to promotion 
or to—he would not say perdition 

somewhere else. Let him remember, 
however, when he had only Coercion to 
offer that there was no more ungrateful 
gang under the sun of heaven than the 
Irish landlords. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would be broken on the wheel in 
this conflict with the Irish people, or he 
would be promoted, he did not know 
which. After he had excited the ire 
and indignation of the Irish people 
and their representatives, the landlords 
would turn on him as they turned 
on his predecessors. He had seen the 
present Prime Minister standing on 
the steps of the throne in the House of 
Lords, with his face as white as paper, 
while his uncle, Lord Salisbury, was 
appealing to the Lrish landlord gang not 
to throw out a Water Bill, which they 
were anxious to do, because it would add 
3d. a thousand gallons to the contribu- 
tion of Kingstown and Pembroke to the 
City of Dublin. The late Prime Minister, 
Lord Salisbury, appealed to the Irish 
Peers to stand by their own Chief Secre- 
tary, who had stood by them in regard 
to the Coercion Act in Ireland, but they 
derided that appeal from their own 
Prime Minister, although he told them 
that if the Bill was not carried the Chief 
Secretary would resign; and the Clon- 
brocks and the Londonderrys, and the 
rest of this piteous collection in this 
Chamber of Horrors went into the Lobby 
against the Chief Secretary for Lreland 
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on the question of 3d. per thousand 
gallons for Dublin water, and they were 
prepared to ruin him and break him 
on the wheel in order to gratify the 
wishes of a little ascendancy gang which 
is the curse of Ireland. The hon. Mem- 
ber concluded: I do not know what 
question will come up, but the present 
Chief Secretary will get from the land- 
lords exactly the same treatment as his 
predecessors. The Irish Question will 
still remain, after all your Coercion Acts, 
to bafie British ofticials. The Irish 
people have staggered along this thorny 
road for a century with bleeding feet, now 
gaining, now losing, now driven back, but 
never despairing. After all these years 
you have not brought them one whit 
nearer to your Empire. You have not won 
the allegiance of a man of them ; and you 
yourselves by your own policy, in order 
to please a number of men who are no 
credit to you, who have done nothing in 
England, nothing for your arts, industries 
or discoveries, who have not even led your 
armies—for the sake of these men, and 
the miserable considerations that lie at 
the root of this conflict of centuries which 
they have waged against us, you deny 
yourselves the affections of as brave and 
gallant a people as were ever seen on the 
face of this earth. 


(4.50.) Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
said he wished to draw attention to one 
specific case. The hon. Gentleman who 
spoke last but ene complained that in the 
course of this debate the Lrish Mem)ers had 
brought forward only a very few cases of 
grievances, but the reason for that was that 
only a few Trish Members had spoken. 
There was not a single Irish Member in the 
House of Commons who could not bring 
from his own personal experience cases in 
connection with the Constabulary and 
their system of governing Lreland, which 
would shock the mind of any impartial 
person either inside or outside of the 
House of Commons. After the eloquent 
speeches which they had heard from the 
Irish Benches, he would only refer to one 


case which he regarded as a_ police 
outrage, which occurred in his own 


presence and with which he was to some 
extent connected. Those English Mem- 
bers who had recently visited [reland 
had been shocked because they were 
“ shadowéd” by the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, but what would English 
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think if, instead of being 
“shadowed,” they were brutally and 
outrageously assaulted by the police 
and prevented from addressing the 
people who wanted to hear them ! Last 
October he attended a public meeting at 
Kilmaine, in South Mayo, which had not 
been proclaimed, accompanied by the 
Member tor the Division. The audience 
consisted mainly of farmers and labourers. 
The meeting had hardly commenced 
before a police officer pushed his way 
through the crowd at the head of fifty 
or sixty policemen armed with rifles. 
He came up to the platform, and address- 
ing him said, “You are a stranger, but 
I have heard that your name is Mr. 
Redmond.” He then gave notice that 
he would allow him to speak, but that 
he would not permit the hon. Member for 
South Mayo to address the meeting. 
He had seen many exciting scenes in 
Ireland, but he had never before seen a 
Member of Parliament ordered by a 
common police inspector not to address 
the men who sent him to Parliament. 
That was exactly what took place, and 
what was reported in all the newspapers. 
The meeting proceeded, and he spoke 
strongly and without any hesitation 
whatever, but when the Member for the 
district rose to speak, the officer in charge 
of the police at once gave the word, and 
the Member tor South Mayo was seized 
and dragved away with the greatest 
possible violence to the police station, 
where he was kept in charge. And his 
only crime was that he wished to address 
a meeting of the men who had cast their 
votes for him. Not satisfied with drag- 
ging this Member of Parliament through 
the streets and preventing him from 
addressing his constituents, this police 
officer gave orders to charge the crowd. 
The crowd had come together without 
any prohibition; they had not been 
warned that the meeting was illegal : 
they were an ordinary crowd come to an 
ordinary meeting in the ordinary way, 
and the police dispersed them in the 
most violent and outrageous way, driving 
men and women right and left and 
beating them and knocking them down, 
and several persons were seriously in- 
jured. When the crowd was dispersed, 
he walked up to the police station 
where his hon. friend the Member for 
South Mayo was in custody. He spoke 
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very strongly to the police, und told 
them they had no right to detain his 
friend without there being a charge 
against him, and, after some hesitation, 
the police released his hon. friend. 
Later in the evening he again addressed 
a meeting in the village, in order to 
test the question, and he asked the 
police officer to say by whose orders he 
prevented the hon. Member for South 
Mayo from speaking, and told him that 
he himself was prepared to say every- 
thing that the hon. Member could say 
and he challenged the officer to lay a 
finger upon him. Again he was allowed 
to speak, and again the hon. Member for 


South Mayo courageously insisted on 
asserting his right to speak to his 
constituents. Again the police were 


ordered forward, and again the hon 
Member was seized and torn away from 
the meeting, and again the people were 
batoned and bludgeoned and_ beaten 
right and left, a man standing by him 
on the platform being struck on the 
head and beaten when he had fallen to 
the ground, and having one hand 
broken. The Committee would bear in 
mind that this was not a proclaimed meet- 
ing, and that no notice or warning of any 
kind had been given to these people 
He had been to many proclaimed 
meetings, and the people who attended 


them who were injured were not 
injured without some warning: they 


had some inkling of the treatment which 
might be meted out to them. In this 
ease there was no warning whatever. 
The Protestant clergyman of the village 
a man who could not be described as 
being partial to the Nationalists, wa: 
present at the meeting and watched 
what took place. That gentleman sub- 
seyuently wrote tothe papers complain- 
ing that the report published was 
exaggerated, but he did not deny any 
of the facts stated in it; he only said 
the people had not been so much in- 
jured, and there had not been so much 
disturbance as the report stated. 

But that was not all that occurred, and 
he pledged his personal honour and repu- 
tation on the statement he was about to 
make. After these two futile attempts 
to address a meeting in this village, they 
mounted the wagonette and drove out 
of the village. Immediately the police 
officer ordered a large number of police 
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to follow them on cars. As they drove 


out of the village they came upon a 
large crowd of people, also going away 


from the meeting, and all those people 
did was to raise three cheers for their 
Party representative and for the United 
Irish League; no attempt was made to 
speak ; these people only cheered their 
Member. The police leapt from the cars 
and at once charged the people, beating 
them wherever the »y could; the people 

scrambled over the ditches on each side 
of of the road and ran as far aw: ay as they 
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could. That surely might have been 
considered sufficient to satisfy the police ; 
but, no! the police pursued them over 
several fields, and he was so horrified 
and disgusted at what he had seen that 
he would not trust the description of it | 
to any newspaper reporter, and he tele- 
graphed directly he reached a telegraph 
office a statement of what he had seen. 
That statement had never been contra- | 
dicted, and upon that statement he staked | 
his character and reputation. The | 
Chief Secretary and the Attorney General 
knew no more of what took place at Kil- 
maine from their own personal knowledge 
than they knew of what took place at 
the capture of Pretoria. What was the 
result They applied to their police 
officer who would, no doubt, give his ver- 
what took place—the _ police 
oficer who did these things, against | 
whom he made this charge —and that | 
illustrated what took place in Ireland. 

The police behaved in this way; their | 
conduct was condoned by the Irish 
Government; Members ot Parliament 
laid a solemn complaint, and their com- 
plaint was set aside upon the report of the 
police officer who was guilty of the act. 
What reason was there for this action 
on the part of the police ? He had 
never been in the district before, and 
was ignorant of any circumstances that 
would render the meeting undesirable. 
There was the fact that there was an 
evicted farm in the neighbourhood, but 
that was no justification for the police 
following the people who came to hear 
an address from their Member of Par- 
liament. He applied to the Chief Sec- 
retary to look into these matters, and 
give an assurance in this House that 
innocent people should not without warn- 
ing, proclamation, or notice of some sort, 
be beaten and driven as he saw these 
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unhappy people of Mayo driven, whose 
only crime was listening to the man they 
had elected to serve them in Parliament. 


(5.25) Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): lagree 
—and I am afraid it is the only remark 
with which I do agree—with one observa- 
tion made by the hon. gentleman who 
spoke from the Benches opposite a few 
moments ago, that it is both the right 
and duty of members who represent 
English and Scottish constituencies to 
take part in these debates, remembering 
that this Imperial Parliament in which 
Ireland is represented governs [reland 
today, as it has done in the main ever 
since the Union, in accordance not with 
Irish but with English and Scottish 
opinion, We should therefore, I think, 
be neglecting the responsibility which the 


| Constitution casts upon us if we did not 
| vigilantly scrutinise, when proper oppor- 
tunity offers, and unflinchingly criticise, 
| the action of the Irish Executive. 


Iam 
not to deal with any of those 
larger questions of general policy which, 
not unnaturally, have occupied some 
share, at any rate, inthis debate; but I 
am going to confine myself to one 
particular point, | mean the case of the 
man Sheridan. I shall speak of that 
case very briefly, and I hope dispassion- 
ately, and as it presents itself, not to an 
| Irishman either on one side or the other, 
but to one who has some acquaintance 
with English law and the principles of 
English administration. I need not say 
that I do not associate myself in the least 
with some of the charges which have 
been made against the Chief Secretary 
in relation to this matter, or with the 
suggestion, which [ do not think is really 
serlously put forward, that the Chief 
Secretary acted at any stage in these 
proceedings from a desire to screen guilty 
persons, or to prevent further disclosures, 
if they could have been made—a sug- 
gestion which is not only prima faci 
incredible, but is contradicted by all the 
materials the House has before it. On 
the contrary, I will start by saying that 
to the right hon. gentleman is due the 
entire and undivided credit of having 
unearthed and unmasked these villainies 
—for villainies they were—which had 
been going on undetected, and, as far as 
we know, unsuspected for years past, 
and had resulted in the conviction of 
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three, if not four, entirely innocent | draw confession from the accomplices of 


persons. I gather that the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, to whom I referred, and 
his friends are tired of hearing of this 
case; but I think that is not a very 
creditable sentiment. If this case had 
happened anywhere but in Ireland, if it 
had happened in any colony, if it had 
happened here in England, it would have 
been a very long time before the House 
of Commons would have ceased talking 
and rightly talking—about it, until it was 
satisfied that every step had been taken 
that policy and statesmanship could 
suggest, not only to bring the offender 
to justice, but to prevent the possibility 
of the offence recurring. Iam sure the 
Chief Secretary will not demur from what 
I have been saying so far ; and great credit 
is due to the right hon. Gentleman for 
the steps he took in investigating this 
matter, and probing it as far as he could. 
I also agree that atter the case of Ryan, 
when suspicion seemed first to be aroused, 
there was not adequate material in the 
possession of the right hon. Gentleman, 
or of the Irish Executive, to justifya prose- 
cution. I think it extremely probable 
that the result of the prosecution would 
have been the acquittal of Sheridan, and 
it might have stopped all those further 
disclosures that have taken place, and 
have rendered Sheridan himself at any 
rate incapable of doing further mischief 
in Ireland. Nor do I think that the 
right hon. Gentleman was wrong—and 
I do not believe that my hon. friend the 
Member for Mayo will differ from me 
here—in the circumstances in ordering 
a secret inquiry. I think it extremely 
doubtful whether an open public inquiry 
would not have defeated the purpose 
which the right hon. Gentleman had in 
view. And, therefore, putting myself so 
far as I can in his place, and supposing 
I had had to deal with asimilar situation, 
up to that point I do not see how any 
one could have done differently. 


But now I come to the points on which 
it appears to me that the action of the 
Executive is open, not only to criticism, 
but to censure. Theyare three. In the 
first place I think it was a great mistake 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
have left to some subordinates of his 
for so I understand the statement he 
made last night—the task of formulating 
the terms of the indemnity which should 


Mr. Asquith. 


Sergeant Sheridan. Could you have a 
more delicate and difficult matter than 
that? Here were the men who ¢ 
hypothesi were accomplices or accessories 
to the crime. They were to be tempted 
to come forward and give evidence 
evidence which, I agree, they could not 
have been compelled to give at the trial, 
for no man can be compelled to convict 
himself. Everybody knows that that 
is a most difficult situation indeed: 
and it appears to me that what 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to have 
done was to insist that he himself should 
first carefully consider, and then as eare- 
fully formulate, the terms on which these 
men were to be invited to come forward, 
We do not now know what those terms 
were ; but it would rather seem, from the 
interpretation which the right hon. 
Gentleman puts upon them, that they 
must have been so vague—lI was going to 
say so mischievously and fatally com- 
prehensive—that they actually, in his 
view, put him under a moral or honour 
able obligation to reinstate in the police 
force, or in a position in which they 
would receive the same emoluments, 
these men who, by their own ‘admission, 
were accomplices in most disgraceful and 
criminal breaches of trust. Therefore, 
my first criticism is that the form of 
indemnity was one which ought to have 
been most carefully safeguarded by hin- 
self, and that the course pursued was a 
course of laxity, which has led, I cannot 
but think, to regrettable and discreditable 
consequences. 





But my next criticism is of a more 
serious nature. An inquiry was held. 
Evidence was given that convinced the 
right hon. Gentleman, and I have no 
doubt rightly so, that Sheridan had heen 
for vears engaged in the — systemati 
manufacture of bogus crimes, and, what 
is still more serious, in the organised and 
deliberate conviction of innocent men. | 
need not use rhetorical language t 
describe that which, by the unanimous 
judgment of this House, is one of the 
basest and foulest crimes it is possible to 
bring home to a human being. When 
you have a minister of the law abusing 
the trust which the State has reposed 1 
him, and you get, what it is no exagger 
tion to eall the stream of justice pollute 
at its very source, no action that the 
Executive can take can be too strong, 10 
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punishment you can inflict can be too 
severe, and no measure of precaution 
against the recurrence of similar thingscan 
be too vigilant or drastic. What was the 
course the right hon. Gentleman should 
have taken? I do not hesitate to say— 
and [ have never uttered an opinion in 
this House with a clearer conviction of its 
truth—I do not hesitate to say that at 
all costs he ought to have prosecuted 
Sheridan. J do not care for this pur- 
pose what the precise form of the charge 
was. There were many charges that 
could have been made—such as perjury 
or conspiracy to defeat the ends of 
justice. It would not take the ingenuity 
of a skilled lawyer to frame half a dozen 
indictments against him. But I do not 
care what the precise form of the charge 
was; I do not even care if, in conse- 
quence of what I call the regrettable 
laxity in regard to the form of the 
indemnity, the evidence given at the 
trial by the accomplices did not come 
up tothe mark. I think in such a case 
you would have had plenty of evidence. 
You would have had the evidence of this 
unfortunate man McGoohan, whose most 
pathetic and moving statement the hon. 
Member for East Mayo read in the House 
today. I do not think it possible for the 
imagination to conceive a more terrible 
position than that in which MeGoohan 
was placed, except, indeed—for there is 
one more terrible still—the position of 
that still more unfortunate innocent 
man who, on the advice of his solicitor, 
pleaded guilty to a crime which he had 
never committed. I cannot help think- 
ing that there is not a jury in Ireland— 
you would not need what is called a 
packed jury—who, if Sheridan had been 
put on his trial and these men had told 
their story, even if the corroborative 
evidence of the accomplices was open, as 
it would have been, to much observation, 
would not have convicted him; and 
there is not a judge in Ireland that 
would not have been glad to pass on 
him the heaviest sentence that the law 
allows. {A NationaList MEMBER: You 
don't know them.] I say that because 
I am certain there is not a judge on 
the Irish Bench who would not 
feel it his duty to do so. I deeply regret 
that the right hon. Gentleman let that 
opportunity slip; and I must say I 
cannot think that even now all is being 
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done or has been done that might be 
done to bring about the conviction of 
Sheridan. Where is he? I understand 
he is somewhere on the other side of the 
Atlantic, and the presumption is that he 
is in some country or other between 
which and this kingdom there isa treaty 
of extradition. Reference was made by my 
hon. friend the Member for North Louth 
to the case of Jabez Balfour. I remember 
it well. I was at the Home Office at 
the time ; and, as my hon. friend truly 
said, we were assailed month after month, 
week after week, almost day after day, 
with Questions in this House and com- 
ments in the Press, for our supposed 
slackness in trying to obtain the extradi- 
tion of Jabez Balfour. He was in a 
country where there was no extradition 
treaty at all, or at all events none relat- 
ing to the crime of which he was guilty ; 
but at any rate we did succeed after a 
long and laborious task, and at much 
expense, in bringing him back to this 
country. If that could be done in a case 
of that kind, infinitely more difficult 
than this, why cannot you, if Sheridan 
is in a country with which an extradition 
treaty exists, and if he has committed 
extraditable crimes—why cannot you 
demand his extradition even now, and 
have him brought before an Irish judge 
and jury to answer for his crimes ? 


My third criticism on the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman is this. I give 
him full credit for scrupulous observance 
of an honourable obligation, but I cannot 
help thinking that he has made a great 
mistake in putting these officers who were 
accomplices and accessories in the crime of 
Sheridan back into the police force. I 
do not think any promise of indemnity— 
certainly no promise of indemnity that 
was properly and reasonably framed— 
could possibly have imposed on the 
Government the obligation of bringing 
hack into their service men who, by their 
own admission, had been proved guilty of 
a gross dereliction of duty. I am sure it 
would give great satisfaction to the 
Committee and to the House of Commons 
and to public opinion outside if the right 
hon. Gentleman, on both points to which 
I have referred, would now reassure us, 
namely, that, whatever happens, these 
officers will not be regarded as in any 
sense members of the public service in 
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Ireland, and, secondly, that the deplor- 
able omission made at the time in the 
failure to prosecute Sheridan is now about 
to be repaired, and that if he can be 
discovered in the country where he is 
thought to be he would be brought back 
to Ireland, and there made amenable to 
justice for the heinous offences which he 
has committed. 
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(5.40.) Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, 
Harbour) said the Leader of the House, 
now that attention had been called to 
the Sheridan case, ought to impress upon 
the Chief Secretary the necessity of 
taking steps to see whether there were 
not other cases of abuse. The Chief 
Secretary, on the previous evening, made 
a speech leading the House to believe 
that this was a perfectly isolated case 
There was nothing singular about the 
case except the fact that this was the 
first oceasion on which the Irish Govern- 
ment had acted with reference to those 
men who had been inciting to commit 
crime. The wonder was, not that the 
case had not been prosecuted, but that 
the case of Sheridan had been exposed 
by the Irish Government at all. The 
case of Sheridan was not nearly so glaring 
a case as that of Sergeant Sullivan, which 
occurred a short while ago. In the case 
of Sheridan there was no incitement 
to murder. In the case of Sergeant 
Sullivan there was a letter written to 
which a name was forged, urging an 
acquaintance of the person whose name 
was forged to go and raid a house and 
to shoot the man inside the house. The 
evidence was perfectly clear. He had 
the documents in his own hand, and if 
the Chief Secretary would examine them 
he would find that the forged letter 
was written by a man who was still in 
the police foree. In Ireland they knew 
perfectly well that there were such cases 
as that of Sheridan, from time to time, in 
which no prosecutions had taken place. 
He was engaged in the case of Sullivan 
but the proofs happened to come under 
his notice, and in a subsequent trial some 
witnesses who were being examined 
stated that, under the sanction of the 
county inspector and of the district 
inspector, the whole constabulary force 
of the district had subscribed to the 
fund for the defence of Sergeant 
Sullivan, who was tried before a Sligo 
jury. And that brought him back to 


Mr. Asquith. 
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the question of jury packing. The right 
hon. Gentleman said, where was the use 
of admitting men into the jury box to 
whom the doctrines of the Irish Land 
League had been preached, and who 
were in sympathy with these principles ? 
But on the same principle the Attorney 
General ought to exclude from the 
jury box men who were the sworn life- 
long opponents of the principles of the 
United Irish League. Every Nationalist, 
and every man who was supposed to be 
in sympathy with the United Irish 
League organisation, was excluded from 
the jury. Of course the result was 
that this packed jury told the judge 
they wished to hear no more evidence, 
and acquitted Sergeant Sullivan. If the 
right hon. Gentleman was anxious to 
go back on the history of the Royal 
lrish Constabulary, the Irish Members 
could give him a number of cases where 
the suspicion was strong in the public 
mind that this system of manufacturing 
evidence had been organised by members 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary who 
were desirous of getting promotion. 
The temptation was very great. The 
men with whom they had to deal were 
the landlords and magistrates in the 
district, and the constables naturally 
wanted to make friends of them. If 
the Irish Executive was not sufficiently 
strong to inquire closely into cases where 
suspicion was aroused and their attention 
was directed to them, these officers 
could go on with their evil practices 
with impunity. There could be no doubt 
that constables had invited threatening 
letters to be written, and the case ot 
O'Halloran was notorious in County 
Clare. That man had been going round 
with money in his pocket to all the fairs, 
asking people to join in moonlight meet- 
ings. . 

He did not want to blame the Chief 
Secretary. That right hon. Gentle- 
man differed irom all his predecessors, 
in that he had the courage to probe 
Sheridan’s case to the bottom. ‘The 
Irish Members invited the right hon. 
Gentleman to goa step further, and make 
an inquiry into the whole system; and 
if the right hon. Gentleman was anxious, 
to show that the police force in Ireland 
was above suspicion, the Irish members 
would assist him. If the Chief Secretary 
would only take the trouble to go through 
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the papers in the Sullivan case, he would | 
find that it was worse than that of 
Sheridan. The right hen. Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland had 
made the extraordinary statement that 
the government of Ireland could not 
be carried on without jury packing. 
What the Irish Members said was, that if | 
England could not govern Ireland with- 
out jury packing, then they should give | 
up governing Ireland. English Members 
could net realise what the system of 
‘hallenging jurors was in Ireland. In 
an ordinary trial in England there was 
nochallenging. The right was there, of 
course, but it was hardly ever exercised. | 
He would give a concrete case. Two men | 
from County Mayo were tried at 
Sligo for conspiracy in connection with 
the United Irish League. The panel of | 
jurcrs that was to try them consisted of 
Such a panel in a criminal | 


258 men. 
ease was absolutely unknown in England. 
Why were 258 jurors called? To enable | 
the Government to challenge 246 of them | 
before they selected their twelve jury- 
men to go into the box. Under such a | 
system there was no man, however 
innocent, who could get a fair trial, 
especially where political differences were 
so strong as they were in Ireland. On 
that panel, out of the 268, 168 were 
Catholics, and not one of them was ad- | 
mitted to the jury box, simply because | 
the men to be tried were Catholics ; and | 
the jury which did try them were ex- | 
clusively Protestants. As a matter of 
fact, the men were found guilty ; but the 
foreman of the jury, when announcing 
the verdict, said that they wished to re- 
commend the men to mercy, because | 
they were the dupes of the United Irish | 
League. 


Again, there was the case of | 
the hon. Member for North Leitrim who | 
was brought to trial in Dublin. The 
jury panel consisted of forty-eight, but 
only twenty-eight answered to their 
names ; and the Attorney General refused 
to goon with a panel of only twenty-eight, 


although the accused had only a 
right of challenge of six—leaving 
the right hon. Gentleman twenty- | 
two to operate upon. The trial 


was postponed for a week, when thirty- 
six Jurors answered to their names. The 
Crown challenged the first name balloted 
for; and, after the accused had ex- 
the 





hausted his six challenges and 
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Crown theirs, it was found that there 
were only eleven jurors in the box. 
The Crown had therefore to accept the 
first juror whomthey had challenged. 
All this was provided for in Sligo, 
where they had a panel of 248, and it 
would be absurd if, out of a panel of 248 
or 258, they could not select twelve men 


‘according to their own choice and of 


their own mind. The result was that 
in the case of the hon. Member there 
was a disagreement of the jury. He 
could never appreciate the sense of fair 
play of the right hon. Gentleman in 
excluding from the box men who were 
known to be in political—it not in 
religious—sympathy with the accused. 
Was it the case that men in political 
sympathy with the accused would not 
find a just verdict, however strong the 
case might be? Ifit were so, indeed hewas 
afraid the practice of jury packing in Ire- 
for a very long 
time. Even if there should be a 
failure of justice occasionally, it was 


| preferable that the Government should 


give such confidence to the people in the 


‘administration of justice as would pro- 


mote a good spirit among them, rather 
than that they should challenge every- 
body known to be in political sympathy 
with the accused. 

Another matter to which he desired to 
draw attention, was a matter affecting the 
constituency he represented, and that was 
the demand made in the previous year, 


ior in the beginning of the present 


year, upon the municipal authorities of 
Dublin in regard to its police rate. 
Dublin, in regard to this matter, was 
in an extraordinary position; although 
they were taxed far beyond the limit of 
other towns in the United Kingdom for 
police, they had no control whatever over 
the police; the police gave no assistance 
for fire brigade purposes, or for carrying 
out the sanitary laws. They were there 
as a foreign body. Some three years ago 
the Dublin Corporation made a bye-law 
to regulate the placing of newspaper 
placards all over the street where 
they were not only a nuisance to every- 
body but, owing to their flying up in 
front of horses, a source of danger to the 
people. The Corporation, having passed 
the bye-laws, called upon the municipal 
authorities to carry it out. Up to now 
the police had refused to carry it out. 
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*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN, inter- 
rupting, said that any discussion of the 
police on the present Vote would be 
irregular unless by consent of the House 
and the Chair- 
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Mr. HARRINGTON said he had con- 
sulted Mr. Lowther the previous night, 
and he told him it could be done if the 
Chiet Secretary did not object. 


Mr. WYNDHAM suggested that as 
the hon. Member was the chief magis- 
trate of Dublin and wished to bring the 
— forward, he should be allowed to 
ao so, 


Mr. HARRINGTON said that 
under the new Act power was given to 
the Corporation to make further bye- 
laws for the regulation of the traftic, 
and one bye-law which they made was 
that every vehicle should earry lights at 
night and that all bicycles should carry 
lights. In that case the police had 
refused to carry out the bye-law without 
an indemnity being given to them before 
they attempted to enforce it, and a 
large correspondence had taken place 
between the Corporation and the police 
upon the subject. Dublin was taxed to 
the extent of 8d. in the £ for police, and 
that contribution was fixed fifty years 
ago, yet, although the population had 
increased three-fold since then, the tax 
had remained precisely the same. The 
people of Dublin were contributing 8d. 
in the £, as against 3d. in the case of 
Bradiord, 3}d. in the case of Glasgow 
on rents over £10 and 13d. in the case 
of rents under £10, 5d. in Sheffield, 
which was the highest rated town in 
England, and if they took Belfast, which 
they ought to compare, perhaps, most 
with Dublin, the police rate was only 
3d. The cost of police per head was 
8s. 2id. in Dublin and 11d. in Belfast. 
In no town in England did they 
approach the Dublin figures. In addi- 
tion to the fixed maximum rate of 8d. 
the Irish Government constantly made 
demands. This year they demanded 
£5,000, which demand was finally aban- 
doned because it wasmade on a basis which 
could not be supported, but he feared 
the demand was only abandoned for the 
time. These figures resulted in great 
injustice to the community, because the 


{COMMONS} 


1200: 
Treasury refused to make grants for im- 
improvements on the ground that the 
rates were so high, and the rates were high 
because the Irish Government would not 
treat them as English towns were treated. 
If this could be justified by any increase of 
crime, there would be a reason for it, but 
itcouldnot. In 1863, when this rate was 
fixed, the indictable offences in the year 
amounted to 9,520, in 1901 they were 
2,196, and the cost of police in the same 
time had been doubled. The number of 
offences dealt with summarily in 1863 
was 43,694, and in 1901 29,736. So that 
while there was this enormous diminution 
in crime there was this enormous increase 
in the rates. He hoped the Chief Secre- 
tary would direct his serious attention 
to this matter, which so greatly affected 
the whole community of Dublin. 


Service Estiuvates. 


(6.10.) Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES 
(Durham, N.W.) said it was with no feel- 
ing of disparagement to the Chief Secre- 
tary that he said he recognised that the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman was, 
both in substance and in form, almost 
identical with the speeches he had heard 
from successive Irish Secretaries for the 
last seventeen years. There was the same 
strenuous assertion made in earlier years 
of this dispute of an intention to vindi- 
cate the law, and the same protestation 
of infallibility on the part of the executive 
and administrative officers of the law in 
Ireland, and no doubt that speech accur- 
ately represented the attitude of the 
Irish Government. The economic con- 
ditions of Ireland still offered the same 
field for exploration as it did in 1887 
and 1888, but the position now was 
worse, perhaps, than then because former 
Chief Secretaries had the sympathy of 
what was called the loyal minority. The 
right hon. Gentleman was the first Chief 
Secretary to be without the support of 
the loyal minority in Ireland. This 
recrudescence of Irish disturbance was 
due not merely to the faet that legisla- 
tive reforms were not introduced, but 
to the fact that there was inequality in 
the administration of the law between 
this country and Ireland. In England 
the magistrates and judges were inde- 
pendent of the Executive, and not under 
its control ; it had no power to remove 
them. Superior judges could only be 
removed by Parliament, and. the inferior 
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judges by theconstituted judicial authority 
ofthecountry. InIrelandthere existedthe 
extraordinarily anomalous state of things 
that the resident magistrates (improperly 
so-called) were chosen at the will and 
caprice of an executive officer, and sent 
down as the servants and creatures of 


that officer to try political offenders. In 


the event of a person charged being com- 
mitted for trial in England, the jurors 
were called according to the alphabet, 
but in Ireland they were called according 
totheir political and religious creed, and 
were invariably composed of Protestants. 
The answer of the right hon. Gentle- 
man would probably be that if a Catholic 
jury were empanelled it would be im- 
possible for the Crown to secure a con- 
viction. But surely the converse of that 
argument also held good. If a Catholic 
jury was unreliable in the interests of 
the Crown, he thought it was established 
that a Protestant jury was equally unre- 
liable in the interests of the prisoner ; 
and it was a principle of British justice that 
ifinjustice was likely to arise it was far 
better that the Crown rather than the 
prisoner should be the sufferer. 

As to the suppression of meetings, in 
Ireland it appeared to be done at the 
mere Caprice of the Chief Secretary or his 
officials, whereas in England a meeting 
could not be prohibited unless satisfactory 
or reasonable grounds were afforded in 
the view of those responsible for the 
maintenance of order that violence, upon 
either persons or property, would be 
exercised. He had little sympathy with 
the methods by which Orangemen con- 
ducted their political propaganda, but he 
was at a loss to understand on what 
principle the meeting at Rostrevor was 
prohibited. It was the duty of the 
Executive to protect lawful public meet- 
ings such as, apparently, that at Ros- 
trevor was; but he had also heard of 
other gatherings for peaceful and lawful 
objects being suppressed by the strong 
arm of the law because it was supposed 
they might militate against the interests 
of the Government. 


He fully associated himself with all 
that had fallen from the right hon. 
Gentleman the late Home Secretary 
with regard to the Sheridan case. There 
Was probably no graver scandal in the 
history of the administration of our law 


than the action of the Irish Executive in 
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| failing to prosecute Sheridan. He agreed 
‘that probably the material at the dis- 
posal of the Chief Secretary when the 
Ryan business was discovered was not 
sufficient to justify legal proceedings 
against Sheridan, but on further inquiry 
being made it was found that three 
innocent persons had been convicted on 
| false evidence. One would have thought 
that then nothing in th world would 
'have prevented the Chief Secretary 
instituting a prosecution against the 
persons concerned in the concoction of 
j talse evidence, but instead of that an 
|indemnity of the widest possible char- 
acter was given. To have given an 
‘indemnity to one person was surely the 
‘fullest length to which the right hon. 
{Gentleman need have gone. Even 
apart from the evidence of the constables, 
he believed it would have been almost 
impossible for Sheridan to escape con- 


viction. But assuming it would 
have been difficult to secure a 
verdict, jit was the duty of the 


Government to have shown their solicitude 
for the police force to be as far as possible 
above suspicion, and even though Sheridan 
on some technical point had escaped 
conviction, the Government would have 
been amply justified in placing him on 
his trial. It was not yet too late to 
make some reparation. ‘This matter con- 
cerned not Ireland alone, but the whole 
administration of British law, and he 
submitted that it was the duty of the 
Government to cause an extradition 
warrant to be applied for. For the 
satisfaction of public feeling in England, 
as well as in Ireland, he, as an English 
lawyer, urged that this step should be 
taken ; and, beyond that, it was incredible 
that men who had been morally convicted 


, of the crime of procuring the conviction 


of innocent men should still be serving in 
the police force. 


*(6.36.) Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) 
said that the very fact, referred to by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh, that these debates recurred 


year after year was the strongest proof 


that the course now being pursued by the 
Chief Secretary was reactionary and 
pernicious. Why was the same old story 
perpetually being told? Because the 
Irish people had no confidence in the 
administration of law in Ireland. That 
peculiarity was a reproach to England 
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which ought long since to have been 
removed, and a misfortune to Ireland, 
which could and ought to be remedied. 
He was in hopes that they would have 
initiated a better system than the one 
which previously prevailed, but instead 
of this the Chief Secretary had gone 
back and reversed the policy which pre- 
vailed in Ireland ten years ago. From 
1893 up to the present year coercion was 
asleep, and that incident of unconstitutional 
oppression, the Coercion Act, was not put 
in force by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Montrose Burghs. From 
1895 up to the present time the im- 
mediate predecessor of the Chief Secretary, 
the present President of the Board of 
Trade, was able to govern Ireland without 
the Coercion Act. He thought scant 
justice had been done to the President of 
the Board of Trade by his own party, by 
whom he had been persecuted because he 
had not revived that odious system of 
coercion. In 1898 they got the first instal- 
ment of Home Rule in the shape of the 
Local Government Bill, and why did the 
present Chief Secretary for Ireland not 
tollow up that example and give them a 
still more generous Land Act, and a still 
better development and expansion of 
local Government in Ireland. Instead of 
this they had had a proclamation of some 
of the most important parts of Ireland, 
followed by the imprisonment of several 
Members of Parliament and _ others. 
These men had been subject to the 
ignominy of imprisonment, at the behest 
of magistrates who were removable at 
the pleasure of the Lord Lieutenant. He 
arraigned the present administration for 
reviving this system of coercion. They 
should bear in mind that this landlord 
“combine,” which was formed to counter- 
act the organisation of the Irish tenantry, 
was formed by a cireular issued on the 
7th of April, and on the 14th of April a 
meeting of the Privy Council was called, 
and on that day the Coercion Act 
was put in force. The proclamation 
reviving the Coercion Act was signed 
by two of the leaders of the land- 
lords’ combination, the object of which was 
to stamp out the present agitation, not in 
the interests of the country, but in order 
to secure the payment of their rents. It 
was at the instance of these landlords 
that the Coercion Act was revived. How 
could any hon. Member defend that 
conduct who had any sense of justice, 
for in this case the landlords were the 
Mr, Atherleu Jones. 
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judges of their own cause, whether it was 
right or wrong. This point had not 
been answered. The Chief Secretary 
had passed over this argument in his 
eloquent speech last night, and while he 
attributed to the rhetoric of his hon, 
friends below the gangway and _ their 
agitation responsibility for oppression in 
Ireland, the right hon. Gentleman forgot 
that he himself was one of the greatest 
offenders in the abuse of that rhetorical 
power. 

There was no oceasion for coercion in 
Ireland, and its application was unneces- 
sary and unfair. Want of confidence in 
the administration of Ireland on the 
part of the people was at the root 
of all the misfortunes of the country 
and this was the bed rock on which 
all its calamities rested. This want of 
confidence in the administration and 
in the fairness of the British Govern- 
ment, as exercised in Dublin Castle, had 
been fomented and increased bythe course 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
taken. One might imagine that he was 
reading the history of Ireland a hundred 
years ago in regard to that dreadful re- 
bellion of 1798. The revival of coercion in 
the present year had been brought about 
and initiated for the purpose of drivingthe 
people into such a state of desperation as 
would warrant a further suspension of the 
constitution and a further persecution of 
these poor wretches. There was nothing 
in the state of the country or in any otf 
the districts proclaimed to warrant the 
resuscitation of this odious Act. Want 
of confidence in the administration was 
at the root of all the trouble. It was 
pointed out by Mr. Lecky in one of those 
admirable books, which he wrote when 
he was not a Member of Parliament, that 
four years after Catholic emancipation 
there was not a single Catholic lawyer on 
the Irish Bench. While three-fourths of 
the Lrish people were Roman Catholics, out 
of eighteen judges in the superior court in 
the year 1902, whose incomes ranged from 
£4,000 to £8,000 a year, only three oi 
those judges were Roman Catholics by 
religious profession. Was thata fair pro- 
portion having regard to the population ! 
Out of twenty-one County Court judges, 
there were only seven who were Roman 
Catholics. As an Irish barrister, he held 
that that was not doing justice toCatholies, 
and it was not calculated to inspire con- 
fidence in the law in Ireland. They could 
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not expect an ignorant peasant to have the 
same confidence in judges who belonged 
toa different religious persuasion. Under 
this state of things, the suspicion of un- 
fairness was enough to create a feeling of 
despair, and a sense of oppression and 
wrong that nothing couldovercome. He 
did not say that the Chief Secretary was 
responsible for this state of things. In 
the cause of his country and in the cause 
of justice, he (Mr. Hemphill) thought it 
was his duty to call public attention to 
what he believed to be unreasonable and 
unfair. 

The interference with public meetings 
in Ireland had been grossly abused. He 
agreed that every Government had a 
right to prevent public meetings, if there 
was any reason to suppose that a breach 
if the peace would ensue from it. That 
power in such a case must be exercised, 
and it had been exercised even in England. 
He did not, however, think that any 
Government had the right to prevent a 
Member of Parliament addressing his 
wn constituents on the publie topics of 
the day, even though he might wish to 
gue in favour of a compulsory purchase 
Bill, or any other measure. It was 
monstrous that at a meeting of that sort, 
lefore it was known what the mem- 
her was going to say, should be in- 
terrupted and broken up by the police. 
Such a thing could not exist in England. 
It it had existed, England would not 
hewhat it Was now. It was the right 
ot public meeting, the right of calling 
for the redress of grievances, and the 
right of protesting against oppressive 
laws, that had brought England to 
the height of prosperity of which they 
were all so proud. Why should Ireland 
be prevented from a like opportunity ! 
Why should the people of Ireland not 
have the right of assembly in order to 
make their voice heard all over the 
three kingdoms in pressing for any 
legislative change? If there was a 
breach of the peace the police were 
jolnd to interfere, but they were not 
bound to interfere when a meeting was 
called for the purpose of hearing a 
Member of Parliament address his con- 
sutuents on political subjects. 

At Cork the other day the court 
house was occupied by the county 
Council, and because some question arose 
alter the business of the Council was 
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over—he understood that many mem- 
bers of the Council were also members 
of the United Irish League—the sheriff 
came in and endeavoured by force of 
arms to break up the meeting. That 
was grossly illegal, because the Local 
Government Act provided that the 
court house should be under the 
control of County Council, and that—he 
was giving a paraphrase—if any differ- 
ence arose between the Sheriff and the 
County Council as to the use of the 
court house, it should be laid before 
the Lord Lieutenant and decided by him. 
That course was not pursued in this 
case. The course taken by the Sheriff 
was a lawless proceeding which deserved 
the reprobation of this House. 

In the De Freyne estate dispute he 
maintained that the Chief Secretary 
should have followed the example of his 
famous predecessor, Thomas Drummond, 
who refused the forces of the Crown to 
enforce tithe, and told those who sought 
the aid of those forces to resort to the 
ordinary Courts of law. In the case of 
Sheridan there had been a monstrous 
failure of justice. There had been a 
monstrous deviation irom executive 
morality in allowing Sheridan to go 
unpunished. One of Sheridan’s accom- 
plices was still in the police force in a 
depot. Was a man powerless for evil 
because he was in a depot? He re- 
garded the action of the Chiet Secretary 
in the Sheridan case as a compounding 
of felony. Sheridan should have been 
brought to trial and the responsibility of 
discharging him thrown upon a jury. 
What the Roman satirist said should 
have been remembered — (Ju/s custodict 
ipsos custodes. The responsibility should 
have been thrown upon a jury of decid- 
ing whether he was to go unpunished. 
Then the Chief Secretary would have 
been able to say that he had done all he 
could to bring this monstrous betrayer 
of his trust to justice. 


*(7.10.) Mr. STUART WORTLEY 
(Sheftield, Hallam) said the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Tyrone 
had censured the Chief Secretary for 
jiolding a secret inquiry in the Sheridan 
case. 


* Mr. HEMPHILL: I did not say a 


word about the secret inquiry. I 
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studiously avoided that. But I did 
presume to censure him for not bringing 
Sheridan into court for trial. 


Supply—Civil 


| 
*Mr. STUART WORTLEY said the | 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife made his censure cover the | 
action of the Chief Secretary in regard | 
to the indemnity. He complained that 
the Chief Secretary had not exercised 
sufficient care in the preparation of the | 
indemnity so far as the exact terms were 
concerned. They had in this case to look 
not merely at the form of the indemnity, 
but to those men who had to read it, | 
and who had to form expectations as to | 
what would inevitably arise after the 
inquiry. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL: It was stated to 
be a verbal indemnity. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY thought 
the House would feel that the Chief 
Secretary had taken a bold course in 
the Sheridan case, which required much 
courage, and should be appreciated in | 
persons in his position who were apt to 
be much dissuaded by persons of influence. 
A poor reward had been meted out to 
him in the censures levelled at him in 
the House. Let it be remembered that 
the indemnity to the police constables 
preceded and did not follow the dis- | 
covery of Sheridan’s guilt, and that the 
Chief Secretary's course was taken with 
a nobler object than that of exacting 
vengeance against Sheridan. It was 
undertaken with what he would call 
the nobler object of freeing from 
prison innocent men, and of esta- 
blishing their innocence in the face 
of the world. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife said that Sheri- 
dan ought to be prosecuted at all costs. 
He did notagree with the view of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that it was in accordance | 
with English tradition to go forward 
with a prosecution of this kind, where 
there was infirmity in the evidence and 
difficulty of corroboration. The right | 
hon. Gentleman stated that if a convic- 
tion had taken place there was not an 
Irish judge who would have thought 
he had done his duty except by inflicting 
a severe sentence. He was sure the right 
hon. Gentleman was right in his estimate | 
of the Irish judiciary. But it would 
have been not less the duty of the judge 

Mr. Hemphill, 
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only a little less. 
‘that the cost of the police in Ireland was 


| purposes. 
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to warn the jury against convicting 
upon prejudice or on uncorroborated 
testimony. 

Even with such a risky proceeding 
in trying to get a conviction by the 
help of the prejudice surrounding this 
case, there would not have been 
much chance of obtaining a_ verdict. 
The hon. Member for Harbour Division 
of Dublin had complained of the cost of 
the police in Ireland, and had stated 
that in the city of Dublin it was equal 
toa rate of &d. in the £on the valuation 
But in Liverpool the police 
rate was 8d. in the £ of rateable value, 
and in Manchester and Salford it was 
These figures showed 


not so wasteful as it appeared to be. 


/The charges brought by hon. Members 


opposite against Ministers were also an 
indictment against a whole people who 
had been, to a steadily increasing extent, 
refusing to be brought into unjust 
sympathy with the case of the Irish 
tenants, because they had begun to see 
the practices by which the grievances of 
the [rish tenants were used for political 
As to compulsory purchase, 
it was necessary to persuade the British 
people to part with their money for that 
purpose; but that would not be done by 
exaggerating the case and by working 
up theatrical agitation. They had been 
told that because the Government had 
gone so far with a generous policy of 
land purchase, and because they had 
put the tenants of one estate in a better 
position than those on another estate, 
they were bound to take another step 
forward, not because of financial con- 
siderations, but on account of geographi- 
eal contiguity. He could assure hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that as they had 
failed at every election since 1886 in 
England, they would continue to fail to 


elicit sympathy here for their agrarian 


grievances so long as they were paraded 
before the British electorate as had been 
this case of the De Freyne tenantry. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said that the right hon. the 
Chief Secretary, in his very gloomy speech, 
rebuked the right hon. the Member 
for Haddington for impartiality. At all 
events the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
speech was singularly free from that vice- 
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There was a time when the right hon. 
Gentleman was suspected of impartiality 
in Ireland, but he had told the Com- 
mittee the previous day, that, as the result 
of a longer experience, he had found that 
impartiality would not do; and he 
seemed from some of his latest speeches, 
to have gone far in abandoning any 
spirit of impartiality. It was certainly a 
remarkable fact that every question that 
arose in connection with Irish admini- 
stration provoked an extraordinary heat 
andtemper in the course of the discus- 
sion. For his part, he thought the only 
explanation of this lay in the fact that 
every grievance, however small, every 
detail, however insignificant it might 
appear in itself, was connected in the 
minds of the people of this country, and 
in Ireland, with the general grievances 
and the general problems which were 
vital to the whole interests of the 
country. When he spoke of small 
matters, he did not include amongst them 
the Sheridan case. He regarded that as 
a great and a grave matter. The shame 
and displeasure all Englishmen and 
Scotechmen felt was no small matter 
that a man drawing their pay and 
wielding their authority should have been 
guilty of the conduct of Sheridan. But 
that was the least of it. He felt bound 
to say, after having listened most respect- 
fully and carefully to all that the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated about his 
past action and present attitude, that, in 
his opinion, there had been a very grave 
error of judgment which had led to a 
most unfortunate and serious failure of 
duty on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. What was the situation at 
the moment? At the best it was not 


that the position of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary was seriously affected. 


But must it not be a bitter humiliation 
to every honest member of that force 
that he wore the same uniform as the 
ian who had been concerned in acts 
which had been universally condemned ? 
Was it not the fact that there remained 
an untried case, and allegations generally 
made against the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary? At the worst they had 
illegations made by hon. Gentlemen 
trom Ireland, which he _ himself 
did not believe, but he submitted 
that, at all events, Sheridan ought 
to have been put upon his trial, and what 
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had been said by the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down had done nothing to 
remove that impression from his mind. 
He admitted that at an earlier period 
there might have been a difticulty in 
proceeding with the trial of Sheridan ; but 
he sincerely trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman would remove the painful 
impression made on the minds of hon. 
Members by endeavouring to find whether 
there was not evidence on which he could 
go forward with a reasonable hope of 
conviction. He maintained that even if 
the Government had failed in the prosecu- 
tion to secure a conviction on account of 
the evidence breaking down, they would 
have been in a better position in Ireland 
than now if they had made the attempt. 
Some British Members of this House had 
incurred the displeasure of the right hon. 
Member for Antrim by interesting them- 
selves in Ireland. That was a great 
misfortune from which they might never 
recover, but they must bear it as best they 
might. It seemed to be the newest brand 
of Unionist opinion that English and 
Scotch Members were not to take an 
interest in Irish affairs, or if they did, 
that they were to get their information 
from the right hon. and gallant Member 
for Armagh, who produced to the House 
a few newspaper extracts. It was high 
time that hon. Members tried to see and 
learn the facts for themselves and think 
for themselves. When he said that they 
had been so unhappy as to incur the 
displeasure of some hon. Gentleman who 
represented the Irish landlord interest, he 
wished particularly to state that he knew 
very well that that had not been the spirit 
of the right hon. Gentleman in regard to 
their desire to inform themselves. Neither 
was it the spirit in which they had been 
received by Lord De Freyne’s agent 
against whom he had no complaint to 
make, who had given them all the 
information that he could give after the 
instructions he had received. He did not 
understand why the Irish landlords should 
resent their interests in this matter. For 
himself he desired to say that whatever 
position the Irish landlords take in Ireland 
he was perfectly satisfied that they could 
not move forward in this matter at all 
unless they took a most reasonable and 
even generous view of the position of 
these landlords. He could not see what 
the landlords had to gain by having this 
question postponed. His opinion was 
that they were in a falling market. 
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It being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the Chairman left the chair to make his 
Report to the House. 

Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY. 
20rH ALLOTTED Day.] 


Considered in Committee. 
in the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. | 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1902-3. 

; CiaAss IT, 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £10,108, 
be granted to His Majesty to complete 
the sum necessory to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst 
day of March, 1903, tor the Salaries 
and Expenses ot the Offices of the Chiet 
Secretary in Dublin and London, and 
of the Inspectors of Lunatie Asylums.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That Item A (Salaries, Wages, and 
Allowances) be reduced by £1,000, in 


respect of the Salary of the Chief Secre- , 


Dillon.) 


CHARLES DOUGLAS, 
continuing his speech, said the land- 
lords in Ireland must not count 
on an indefinite prolongation of the 
present affairs, and it was 
impossible that the patience of the 
people of England will allow other 
matters to be delayed by these ques- 
tions of Irish administration. Much 
of the evil was, no doubt, due to the 
unhappy dissociation of Irish admin- 
istration from local opinion and control, 
and that was a matter he would like to 
have discussed. But he was aware that 
that could not be done satisfactorily on 
such an occasion. The other great centre 
of aggravation was the position of the 
land. The statements which had been 
made by some hon. Members as to the 
poverty on the De Freyne estate had 
been travestied in the House, and had 


tary.” —( Vr. 


(9.0.) Mr. 


state of 
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been described as exaggerations by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Antrim, who had asserted that in 
reality the district was prosperous and 
the people were well off. He had himself 
had it suggested that his own visit to 
the estate was too short to enable him to 
form a fair opinion. He did not desire 
to intrude his own opinion on the House, 
but he meant to see more of that district, 
and he hoped other hon. Members would 
do the same. He would willingly spend 


'a much longer time there if he could 


hope that longer acquaintance would pro- 
duce in his mind that spirit of cheerful 
optimism which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Antrim had ; for he 
would do a great deal to forget many of 
the scenes he witnessed on the estate, 
Ic would be much better if the landlords 
dealt with the problem which confronted 
them in a reasonable and businesslike 
spirit. They could not expect the people 
ot this country to submit for ever to 
allow this difficulty to remain unsettled, 
and he suggested that the time had 
arrived for the landlords to make the 
best bargain they could with the tenants. 
Delay in this matter was no more to the 
interest of the landlord than it was to the 
tenants. It was impossible that the in- 
flated value of the rentals on this estate 
should continue ; there must be a decline, 
and he believed that every year’s post- 
ponement of the settlement involved a 
further shrinkage of value which would 
have to be paid for when the settlement 
was made, Let the landlord drop the 
heroic strain, and proceed to negotiate on 
businesslike lines. They must know 
that a rapid development of land purchase 
under compulsion was a necessity of the 
situation, and they had better make up 
their minds to face the fact. 

What was the complaint hon. Members 
on the Nationalist benches were making! 
It was as to the inaction of the Govern- 
ment in this matter. The Government 
alleged that the present movement was 
the work of agitators, but he was bound 
to confess that, in his opinion, the principal 
agitator in the whole matter had _ been 
the Chief Secretary himself. He had 
made it a reproach to hon. Members on 
the Opposition Benches who were now 
advocating a development of the scheme 
of land purchase that they were acting 
inconsistenly, with what was done by 
their own leaders years ago. But even 
if it were the case, the party formerly 
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opposed compulsory land purchase, 
it would not prevent him now ad 


vocating it if he thought it the best 
solution of the difficulty. Further than 
that, to resist the beginnings of land 
purchase was very different to opposing 
the completion of a work on which they 
had already embarked. Had _ hon. 
Members seriously thought of the re- 
sponsibility of this country and of the 
Government for the economic condition 
of Ireland? He admitted that the land- 
lords were not responsible for the rents 
now charged, because those rents had 


been fixed for them. Now they were 
revising the bargain and securing a 
different settlement much more ad- 


yintageous to the tenants, and he could 
not help feeling that in creating the 
second kind of bargain they had invali- 
dated and put an end to the first one. 
The Irish Government was a_ great 
agitator. and had placed a bad object 
lesson betore Irishmen. Its present 
helplessness, its position as a mere 
spectator of the war between the com- 
binations on each side, was really deplor- 
able. Why was it not taking active 
steps to deal with and alleviate the 
situation ? Instead of deing that, it had 
intensified the immediate difficulty otf 
the Irish situation. They did not say 
they believed that a large reconstruction 
on the basis of purchase was possible, 
but they fabricated all kinds of ditt- 
culties, which, if they were real, should 
have prevented them entering on their 
present course. They had no right to 
upset existing arrangements unless they 
intended to go on with constructive 
work. Parliament had created the situa- 
tion, and it was the duty of Parliament 
to deal with it, and the responsibility of 
the Government was not limited to the 
preservation of public order. They had 
an economic responsibility as well. They 
were responsible for a proper land system 
for Ireland. It was too late now to 
object to Government interference 
between landlord and tenant: it was too 
late to say that land purchase meant 
confiscation, for it was no more confisca- 
tion that the legal regulation of rent. 
In principle they were the same. We 
were committed to State action, and 
action must be taken. Every act of the 
Chief Secretary’s administration, so far 
as there had been any action, was a 
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confession that the present state of things 
could not continue and that land pur- 
chase was the solution. If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was the obstacle, then 
let that matter be openly discussed. He 
believed there was a bridge to be built 
between what the landlord could afford 
to take and what the tenant could afford 
to pay, and the country owed it to itself 
to build that bridge. In the sense in 
which we used the word in this country 
there was no “landlord” in Ireland. 
The Irish landlord had no function ex- 
cept that which could be discharged 
equally well by a bank ora rent collector. 
Under the existing system on _ these 
estates there was no possibility of pay- 
ing a rent out of the produce of the 
soil; it was not sufficient even for the 
maintenance of the occupier. The rent 
had to be obtained from sources yery 
different. The right hon. Gentleman 
complained of the agitation on the De 
Freyne estate, but it required very little 
agitation to convince Lrish tenants of 
their grievance: but it would be neglect 
of their duty to those they represented 
if Irish Members did not press this 
land question by every legal means. 
The stupidity of the situation was that 
the Government had provoked a state of 
things which they might easily have fore- 
seen, and now refused to deal with it. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo only last 
June told the right hon. Gentleman that, 
if he would promise to attempt to deal 
with the matter, he himself would do his 
utmost to end the agitation, but the 
right hon. Gentleman said never a word 
in reply. Why had he taken no notice 
whatever of that offer in which there was 
every hope and possibility of securing a 
better state of things? They were pre- 
pared to see that the law was obeyed, but 
they refused to accept their responsibility 
for the economic situation which had 
grown up. They were placing the power 
of the Empire at the back of the 
landlords who were only one of two 
parties to a great industrial dispute, and 
he was bound to say he could not regard 
with anything like equanimity the refusal 
of the Government to apply any con- 
structive treatment to the ditticulty. 
This was a matter of vital importance 
both to this country and to Ireland. He 
was not one of those who look with 
gloom and apprehension onthe prospects 
of Ireland ; he believed she could bear all 
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her burdens, and that they would be 
able to leave the heritage as great and 
honourable as when it passed into their 
hands. But they could only do that by 
remedying injustice and by not making 
their power an instrument of wrong and 
misfortune to the people under their 
control. It was not by malice or in- 
tention that we in this country had acted 
towards Ireland as we had done ; but it 
had been through inaction, inattention, 
neglect and mismanagement that we had 
got into a false position and now found 
ourselves on the wrong side in a great 
question of justice. 


(9.30.) Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN (Cork) 
said he could not allow this singularly im- 
portant debate to pass without claiming 
the attention of the Committee for a few 
moments. The Chief Secretary wound 
up his speech last night with a very 
brave and menacing peroration such as 
he had heard pretty often from Chief 
Secretaries at the Table of the House, 
and such as he had known them 
to swallow very soon afterwards. The 
Chief Secretary was cheered last night 
with the usual enthusiasm. Accord- 
ing to his experience in that House, 
he had always found plenty of men, like 
that superior English person the hon. 
Member for Tynemouth, ready to cheer 
on any lisping, halting words of the 
Chief Secretary, who ran across to 
Dublin Castle fora few months and then 
set himself up to lecture the Irish 
Members about their own business and 
their own country. It was this that 
had left the Tory Government and the 
right hon. Gentleman in the position in 
which they were today ; and he could 
promise the Chief Secretary that he 
would have to begin over again the 
Conquest of Ireland hundred years after 
the nominal union. He noticed thateven 
the enthusiasm of the hon. Member for 
Tynemouth somehow got frozen out 
when he came to speak of the case of 
Sergeant Sheridan. Apparently that 
case was so sore a case that the Chief 
Secretary himseli,inthe very short portion 
of the speech which he devoted to the 
subject last night, really devoted less 
energy and less passion to denouncing 
the crimes of Sergeant Sheridan than he 
devoted to denouncing the crime of the 
unfortunate Sheriff of Cork in not 
driving out with fire and sword the 

Mr. Charles Douglas. 
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representatives of the people from the 
Council Chamber which belonged to 
theirown Council. He was not surprised 
that the Chief Secretary felt keenly the 
position of humiliation and shame to 
which he had brought himself by the 
assisted emigration ot Sergeant Sheridan 
and by his compassionate allowance to 
his accomplices. After the crushing 
exposure of the facts that was made by 
his hon. and learned friend the) Member 
for Waterford, and by his hon. friend the 
Member for East Mayo, even he was 
himself disposed to extend a certain 
amount of compassionate allowance to 
the Chief Secretary himself if he would 
clear out of the country without further 
inquiry like Sergeant Sheridan. 


AN Irish Member: He has cleared 
out of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he did 
not accuse the Chief Secretary of want 
of valour. Probably he was occupied 
elsewhere. The grand point that the 
Chief Secretary made was that no doubt 
Sheridan was a most abominable scoun- 
drel, but that the case was not typical; 
that Sheridan was a mere /xsus nature 
such as might be found in any country; 
and that he was the one black sheep in 
a flock of spotless lambs. His trium- 
phant point was that the House would 
never have heard of Sheridan’s infamies 
only that Dublin Castle itself was the 
first to take action. That was precisely 
the point. ‘The deadly difficulty, the 
almost terrific difficulty of unmasking a 
case of this kind was that Dublin Castle 
blocked the way as it alwaysdid. Dublin 
Castle was the first to take action in this 
matter. Let that be to their credit 
fora moment. But why did they take 
action? Simply because the rogues fell 
out. Because Sergeant Sheridan fell 
out with his equally shady superior 
ofticer District Inspector Irwin, the 
nominee of County Inspector French. 
If action was taken by Dublin 
Castle, it was action not to bring 
out the whole truth, but to cloak it and 
hush it up in the fear that bad as was 
Sheridan’s case worse remained behind. 
Sheridan’s case was not an exceptional 
case; there were at least dozens; and he 
was sorry to say he believed scores « 
cases at least as atrocious. The only 
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difference between the case of Sergeant 
Sheridan and the other cases, was that 
Sergeant Sheridan was found out under 
circumstances which compelled Dublin 
Castle to disavow him. His hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Waterford 
last night gave the tragic story of the 
crime of Head Constable Whelelan and 
all its terrible results; but the Chief 
Secretary in his long speech did not by 
one word attempt to contravert the 
statements. He might go back to the 
case of the man James Ellis French, the 
detective director and county inspector 
and head of the whole Criminal 
Investigation Department of Ireland, 
and one of the foulest monsters that 
ever cursed the country; yet that man 
among his other horrible deeds organised 
an attempt to murder. He believed the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone was one 
of the jury who in the end convicted 
this man. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
One of the third jury who tried him. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said that it 
was only after three trials that thev 
succeeded, so desperate was the attempt 
of the officials at I >ublin Castle to screen 
him. He came to a more recent case. 
He did not know whether the House 
was aware that while the United Irish 
League was struggling into existence an 
attempt was made to strangle it by involvy- 
ing it in a murderous plot. Another 
sergeant, Sergeant Sullivan of Mulranny 
iorged a letter inviting a number of 
young men to commit an outrage. At 
the hour appointed for the outrage a 
double patrol of armed policemen under 
the command of Sergeant Sullivan was 
lying in ambush at the appointed spot. 
He was brought to trial and upon the 
trial the Crown became the nominal 
prosecutors. How did the Crown use its 
powers? The Crown used their power 
to pack the jury with an exclusively 
Unionist 2nd Protestant jury to acquit 
Yergeant Sullivan exactly as they would 
have packed a jury to convict his victims 
it he succeeded in the attempt to carry 
out that object. It was at the Sligo 
Assize and in that venue where the 
Population of Catholics and Nationalists 


was nine out of ten every single 
Catholic and Nationalist ‘in the 
VOL. CXL [FouRTH SERIES. | 
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was ordered by the Crown 
to stand by. That process was now 
confessed by the Attorney-General for 
Ireland. An exclusively Protestant and 
he might say Orange jury was sworn to 
try the cause. Here they had the double 
action system of foul play going on. 
They had a jury packed to acquit a 
policeman in exactly the same way as 
they had a jury packed to convict the 
innocent victims of Sergeant Sheridan. 
It was the same judge who tried the 
two cases, Judge Gibson, and Judge 
Gibson expressed his belief—he was 
sure he regretted it now—that there 
was not a shadow of doubt about 
the guilt of McGoohan the victim of 
Sergeant Sheridan. The partisanship of 
this jury packed to acquit the policeman 
was so flagrant that even the judge 
had publicly to rebuke the jury 
because in the middle of the case they 
actually intimated they had already made 
up their minds to acquit the prisoner 
even before the most important witness 
for the Crown was examined at all. That 
was so abominable a miscarriage of justice 
that when this man, Sergeant Sullivan, 
was afterwards proceeded against in a 
Civil Court, where juries could not he 
packed in the county of Dublin which 
was undoubtedly a Unionist venue, eleven 
out of twelve jurors beyond all manner 
of doubt were convinced of this man’s 
guilt, and he was only saved by one true 
blue. He alleged, and it was in the 
knowledge of a great many, that every 
judge in the four Courts, and every man 
who heard the evidence in this case that 
came before an unpacked jury, were 
absolutely convinced that this ruttian was 
guilty. And if the Chief Secretary had 
the least doubt upon the subject, he 
invited him now to have a public inquiry, 
as they had challenged him 500 times to 
have. Buttherewasthisdifference between 
Sergeant Sullivan’s case and Sheridan’s 
case, that the rogues did not fall out in 
Sullivan’s case. Sullivan did not fall out 
with his superior officers. On the con- 
trary, this man’s superior officers, county 
and district inspectors were guilty of the 
infamy of proflering themselves as baii 
for the man committed for trial upon this 
atrocious charge, and these officers actu- 
ally authorised a sort of national subserip- 
tion among the policemen of Ireland for 
his defence. There was no falling out 
between the Sergeant and his superior 
2X 
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officers in this case; and accordingly, 
instead of cashiering Sergeant Sullivan, 
as Sergeant Sheridan was cashiered, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
stood up in this House and declared this 
miscreant to be a_ highly honourable 
person, and Sergeant Sullivan was still 
an honourable member of the force. 
Literally, thousands of pounds of public 
money had been spent in sheltering 
him, and paying his expenses in the 
trial in which eleven of the twelve 
Dublin jurors were convinced of his 
guilt and the Chief Secretary to this day 
held that justice had been done in the 
case of Sergeant Sullivan. He ventured 
to say the case of Sergeant Sullivan was 
even a more atrocious case than the case 
of Sergeant Sheridan; because Sergeant 
Sheridan committed his crimes off his 
own bat and for the mere sordid purpose 
of promotion; but nothing was more 
certain than that Sergeant Sullivan 
acted in this matter with the deliberate 
design of crushing the United Irish 
League by attempting to involve its 
leaders in the responsibility for a 
murderous outrage; and that he was 
instigated and directly encouraged to 
it by the Crown Solicitor of Mayo and 
other underlings of the Government. The 
Chief Secretary, who claimed so much 
credit for having been the first to 
dismiss Sergeant Sheridan at the instiga- 
tion of District Inspector Irwin, the 
protégé of Ellis French—the Chief Secre- 
tary to this day constituted himself the 
mouthpiece of the officials who shielded 
from justice the Mulranny forger who 
packed the jury deliberately to acquit 
him where they were the prosecutors, 
and spent thousands of pounds in saving 
him trom justice, and trying to thwart 
the efforts of private individuals. That 
what was about as atrocious a crime 
as ever Was perpetrated in a civilised 
country ; and yet, bad as it was, that was 
quite the usual fashion of Dublin Castle. 

After theMulranny affair no doubt they 
had dropped their first plan of campaign 
of attempting to tar the United Irish 
League with the guilt of crime and 
bloodshed. The Mulranny affair was too 
close a shave. Even their own criminal 
statistics, their own judges, had shamed 
them out of their original Parnellism 
and crime plan of campaign against the 
United Irish League. They had now 
changed their tactics, and it was one of 

Mr. William O Brien. 
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the curious developments of Irish 
life that the only Irishman who 


was now subject to the coarse imputation 
of palliating crime was not one of the 
Nationalist members, but was the hon, 
member for South Tyrone. It must be a 


pleasant reflection to the Chief Secretary | 


as to the success of his administration 
in Ireland that that coarse kind of impv- 
tation was now necessary against a man 
who was the most powerful Unionist in 
all Ireland. Nobody dared to deny on 
the other side of the House that he 
was the most powerful Unionist in 
Ireland. They never dared to deny it 
in the Home Rule days when they wanted 
him and when they were ready to black 
his boots, as they were now ready to 
blacken his character. He was speaking 
as an impartial witness, for he beat him 
in South Tyrone as a Unionist, where a 
Unionist landlord, the Hon. Somerset 
Maxwell failed. Beyond all comparison 
the hon. Member was the man to whom 
was most due the defeat of Home Rule 
in England, and, with the usual wisdom 
and generosity and gratitude of the 
Tory party, it was just because he was 
now giving them their last chance oi 
saving Presbyterian Ulster—{ Mr. T. W. 
Russet (Tyrone, 8.) : Hear, hear !]—by 
a Compulsory Sales Bill, that they were 
treating him in the very fashion that 
aroused in them so much horror whenit 
was thecase of Nationalists treating « boy- 
cotted landlord. He willingly bade the 
Chief Secretary to go ahead with his 
attacks on the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone ; and by and by, when the Home 
Rule days came again, as come they 
would, they would probably be glad 
enough if they still found the hon. 
Member sitting on the Benches opprsite, 
having in the meantime given the Presby- 
terian farmers compulsory  purcha®. 
As to the Chief Secretary's taunts to the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone about 
ambiguous hints, he would have supposed 
that nobody ought to have realised better 
than the Chief Secretary that the Member 
for South Tyrone was a master of exceet- 
ingly plain and incisive English; and 
that if the Chief Secretary had a grievant? 
as to ambiguousness he had __ bette! 
address himself to a certain Dr. Ruther 
'ford Harris. What were the ambiguols 
hints of the Chief Secretary himself! He 
| need not tell the Committee that ti 
| right hon. Gentleman had expressed bi 
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contempt for “sordid agitators.” They 
were used to being calumniated and misre- 
presented in their cause, and the worst 
injury the right hon. Gentleman could 
do them would be if he could find any- 
thing for which to praise them. 

The Chief Secretary had attacked the 
character of the leaders of the people down 
in Roscommon, and had attributed to them 
the basest, most mercenary, and dishonest 
motives. This rich man did not think it 
beneath him to quote for the derision of 
this House the hotel bills of the pro- 
fessional organisers who, with the 
sumptuous salary of 30s. a week to keep 
body and soul together, were fighting the 
hattle of the people. They were discus- 
sing tonight the modest salary of £4,500, 
which this Gentleman, who so_loftily 
elevated above sordid motives, unselfishly 
accepted for governing Ireland in defiance 
of the will of the majority of the people. 
How would the right hon. Gentleman 
like it if they were to follow his example, 
and get hold of his wine bill and his own 
servants’ gossip, and retail how he 
expended his £4,500, and entertain the 
House with a burlesque account of his 


expenditure? When the right hon. 
Gentleman thought fit to indulge in 


course and vulgar imputations of that 
kind against men who were as good as he, 
he wanted to know by what divine right 
he expected he was to be the only man 
who was to be caressed with silken 
courtesies. But the right hon. Gentleman 
had plainly insinuated that the Trustees to 
whom the De Freyne tenants entrusted 
their money would probably turn out to be 
swindlers. He said that was foul play. 
lj it were Parliamentary to say so—he 
knew it was true to say it—it was just 
as foul play as the actions of Sergeants 
Sullivan and Sheridan for the Chief 
Secretary to take advantage of his 
privilege as a Member of the House 
to say things of his opponents in Ire- 
land, which he would not dare, even 
before an Orange jury in Belfast, to 
attempt to justify in the witness box. 
These were the realities of Irish life ; 
these were the things which made the 
name of England so beloved in Ireland. 
He did not hesitate to say that if 
Prince Henry and his German Fleet, 
when they steamed into Bantry Bay the 
other- day, had landed an army and 
200,000 rifles, he did not think it 


would have required many organisers | 
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to bring every young man who was 
worth his salt in the country to his 
side. That might be shocking, but he 
had learned that shocking an English- 
man was the first step towards con- 
vincing him. Englishmen were lovers 
of fair play, and could be convinced by 
mighty Englishmen like Mr. Gladstone, 
but after twenty years experience he 
was sorry to say that, in his opinion, it 
was as idle for the representatives of 
Ireland to attempt by merereason toa ffect 
the minds or consciences of the majority 
of this House as if they were to address 
them in their own Gaelic language. 
Every Irish Act in the Statute Book 
was a confession that the Irish were 
right, and that the English Government 
wrong, and these Acts had failed just 


in proportion as the English had 
followed their own instead of Irish 
advice. They had to be taught now, 


just as they had always been taught, 
not by reasoning, but by something as 
near revolution as it was possible to go. 
His answer to the right hon. Gentleman's 
appeal last night was that the only 
amendment as to the conduct of the 
affairs of Ireland was that England had 
to learn to know that she knew nothing 
of Ireland. He noticed that the right 
hon. ,Gentleman had not one word of 
apology to offer on the subject of the 
new landlord conspiracy, run amongst 
others by a pair of perjured Privy Coun- 
cillors. {Hon. Members: ‘‘Oh!"| He 
had no hesitation in saying it. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! It isnot in order to attribute 
dishonourable motives to Members of the 
other House. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said the 
Deputy Chairman had not waited until he 
had mentioned the names of the Privy 
Councillors. 


*THoe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member referred to two Members of 
the House of Lords. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he was 


/not anxious to controvert the Deputy 


Chairman’s ruling; one of the Privy 
Councillors to whom he referred was Lord 
Clonbrock, and at that moment he really 
did not know whether his Lordship was a 
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Member of the House of Lords. He knew 
very few Irish Peers who were Members of 
the House of Lords. Astothe other Privy 
Councillor, so far as he knew, he was not a 
Member of the House of Lords, and was 
a drummed-out Member of this House. 
At all events, these two gentlemen were 
landlords and were Privy Councillors, and 
on the 7th April they formed a secret 
association for the purpose of waging a 
civil war in Ireland, and seven days aiter- 
wards these same men, not acting in 
their capacity as landlords, but as Privy 
Councillors, went up to the Castle and 
proclaimed eleven counties of lreland— 
the most peaceful country on God’s 
earth—in pursuance of the landlords’ 
sordid, selfish, and brutal conspiracy. 
He ventured to promise the Chief Secre- 
tary that the people of Ireland would 
know how to deal with it still more 
effectually whenever these landlord con- 
spirators had got together their £100,000 
with which to begin operations. 
They could not pretend to misunder- 
stand the peroration of the right hon. 
Gentleman the previous night. They 
accepted his declaration. For the 
moment, no doubt, owing to the decencies 
of Coronation times, prosecutions had 
rather slackened off. Before a month 
Was over, as soon as the backs of the 
Colonial Premiers were turned, they 
would have the prosecutions beginning 
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again in hundreds and in thousands, | 


prosecutions not against criminals—for 
how dared they to say there was any crime 
in the country except of their making— 
butagainst the bestand mostrepresentative 
men in the country, and men who would 
be worth a million to England if they 
could only conciliate them, men who 
were publicly attacked in every vile form 
by miscreants of the stamp of Sergeant 
Sheridan. 
forces of England that the right hon. 
Gentleman could command placed at the 
service of the Lord Londonderrys, and the 
Smith-Barrys, and the Clonbrocks, to 
nurse up another generation of young 
Irishmen in hatred and detestation of 
English rule. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the previous night talked triumph- 
antly of his majority. He had_ his 
majority, he had his bayonets. The 
Irish would not be able to fight as the 
Boers had fought. If they only repealed | 
the Arms Act for a few years, they | 

Mr. William O Brien. ; 
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would probably find that neither the 
will nor the pluck was wanting. They 
probably would not be able to fight Eng- 
land in the field, but they would be 
able to cover her with disgrace and 
humiliation before other nations ; they 
would be able to hang upon her flanks; 
and some day or another they might find 
that they might be in a fix when they 
| would find it not quite so cheap or easy 
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ito laugh at Irish disaffection. Before 
| 
'very long, sooner or later, now as 


always, they would come to see that in 
this question of compulsory sale and of 
the resettlement of the land in Connaught 
the Irish were right and the English 
| wrong, as the Irish had always been 
‘right and the English had always 
'been wrong. Their Statute-book was 
|the best proof of that. They would 
/come to see it after the usual period 
| of suffering and of _ persecution, 
'and they would yield, as they must 
/sooner or later, and when they yielded, 
| they would as usual, in a way for which 
| nobody would thank them and everybody 
would despise them. Up to the present 
| moment, the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Chief Secretary had exercised a certain 
fascination for certain soft-hearted or 
| perhaps soft-headed Irishmen, by playing 
| the part of the coy and unwilling victim 
)rather than the ally of the landlord 
|faction in the Cabinet, by posing as a 
sort of Lydia Languish of the Treasury 
| Bench, whose one function was in the 
| House to look beautiful and address 
|captivating speeches. He had now 
| thrown off the mask, and they now knew 
| him as the open confederate, the minis- 
|terial emergency man of the Smith- 
| Barrys and the Clonbrocks. Let him go 
|on with his proclamation of war, and do 
| his worst, and let England judge by-and- 
bye of hissuccess. At all events, they in 
| Ireland were perfectly justified, and they 
| deserved to be termed the most arrant 
| cowards if they did not face this infamous 
coercion in the most peaceful country in 
| the world, smash it, and make the right 
hon. Gentleman and his landlord con- 
|federates rue the day when they even 
attempted to break the spirit of an un- 
conquerable—in spite of the effort—an 
unconquerable race. 


(10.22.) Mr. JOHN MORLEY {Mon- 
trose Burghs): I suppose the majority 
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of this House were not here in the years 
from 1880 to 1886, when the Home Rule 
policy was announced. If they had been, 
they would recognise that in Ireland the 
Irish question remains very much what 
it was nearly twenty years ago. No 
Gentleman on the other side who has 
listened to the speech of the hon. Member 
who has just sat down will deny, after 
reflecting what a position he has occupied 
and still occupies in Ireland, that the 
Irish question is still alive and is still 
actual and burning. One expression 
used by the hon. Member, I must say, 
seems to me to go beyond the fair line 
of Parliamentary language. The ex- 
pression which he applied to Mr. Smith- 
Barry and Lord Clonbrock seems to me, 
who am without any sympathy what- 
ever with the policy or aims of either 
of these two gentleman, to be a wholly 
unjustifiable expression. It was no 
intention of mine to interpose in this 
discussion ; but when one reflects that 
this is, after all, comparatively a new 
Parliament, a new century, a new King, 
anew Prime Minister, I think it is well 
for the House to pause and reflect, after 
listening, for example, to such a speech 
as we have just heard, and see where we 
stand in respect of the Irish question. 
I have listened very carefully to the 
whole of the debate; and as for the 
particular administrative details which 
were brought to light in the course of 
that debate, I will only say a very few 
words—and I would not say them except 
for the fact that I was myself for a 
certain number of years responsible for 
Irish administration. 

The case, for example, of the choice of 
Mr. Harrel to constitute one of the two 
magistrates of this Coercion Court 
and the letter of Sir David Harrel 
in the matter, has been referred to 
and I think not unnaturally. I agree 
with all the Chief Secretary has said as 
to the disadvantage and impropriety of 
bringing Civil servants into our dis- 
cussions. Sir David Harrel was 
appointed during our administration. I 
will never use any language except that 
of respect and confidence of my friend 
Sir David Harrel; but I think that who- 
ever authorised or instructed the Per- 
manent Under Secretary to appoint Mr. 
Harrel to one of these Courts—if the 
Chief Secretary was responsible, I blame 
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the Chief Secretary-—was guilty of want 
of tact, and, it plain English, of common- 
sense. Then a second point. The pro- 
clamation bringing certain counties 
under the Crimes Act was signed by two 
Privy Councillors. You must get 
two Privy Councillors, no doubt, to sign 
such a proclamation ; but surely Gentle- 
men opposite will see the utter ab- 
surdity, the imbecility, of getting two 
Gentlemen, as to whom personally, [ am 
not going to say a word, but who were 
identified with the formation of a new 
syndicate in the new war between land- 
lord and tenant, to sign that proclama- 
tion. After all, Irish Privy Councillors 
are not such rare birds as to make a 
choice of this kind inevitable. I think 
the Dublin Executive showed an 
enormous want of common sense and 
of tact. 

There is another case which was 
referred to last night by my hon. friend 
the Member for South Tyrone—the 
appointment of a Protestant lady to 
inspect places where children under the 
Poor Law are boarded out. I am not 
acquainted with the circumstances of 
that case except as told in the House hy 
my hon. friend. If my hon. friend’s 
story is an accurate story—and I, who 
have had many a year of contest with 
my hon. friend will admit this of him, 
that I do not think I ever found him 
out in an inaccuracy of detail—I am 
bound to say that there, again, the Chief 
Secretary, if he is responsible, has 
shown an extraordinary want of tact 
and—again, I must use the word—of 
common sense. 

As to the case of Sheridan, the House 
has heard a great deal about it, and I, 
for one, see perfectly all the difficulties 
which the Chief Secretary had to en- 
counter in this case. But I cannot 
absolve him from an administrative in- 
discretion, first of all, in not prosecuting 
Sheridan, whether he was likely to get 
a conviction or not. The all important 
thing in Ireland is to try to convince 
the people—a difficult task, I admit, 
especially for a Government in the 
position of the present (Government, 
existing in antagonism to the wishes of 
the majority or the Irish people. It is 


most difficult for them to try to get into 
contact with the feeling of the com- 
munity. But surely this was a case 
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where you ought at all costs to have 


convinced the public opinion of 
Ireland, being what it is, suspi- 


cious and jealous, often ill-informed, 
that the Chief Secretary and the Irish 
Government were not intent upon 
shielding any constabulary ofticer guilty 
of any offence so gross, cruel, and mon- 
strous as that of Sheridan. 1 think, 
therefore, that the Chief Secretary was 
guilty there again of a very great indis- 
cretion in not running the risk of not 
getting a conviction, in order to show to 
the people of Ireland that he, at least, 
had nothing to conceal, and had no 
intention of masking any of these 
misdemeanours. Then, I cannot for 
the life of me understand by what 
a {ministrative rule, moral or political 
consideration, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was actuated when he retained 
in the constabulary force a man whom 
he knew to have been an accomplice in 
crime of the most monstrous kind, both 
in itself and in its consequences. That 
is a thing the Committee ought really to 
consider. In his own narrative last 
night, the right hon. Gentleman said 
“One of these two men was a party -to 
crime. The other two knew that Sheridan 
was not speaking the truth, and if they 
had had suflicieut moral courage might have 
exposed him, but they did not do so.’ 
It is all very well to use a moderate 
expression of that kind about moral 
courage, but the point in this case is not 
the moral courage of this or that 
constable ; it is whether the victims of 
these abominable proceedings were to 
suffer a wrongful punishment, and 
whether those who had been the means 
of this wrongful punishment being 
inflicted were or were not to be in a 
position which indicated—to ‘a certain 
extent, at all events—confidence on the 
part of the Executive Government, in 
spite of their being kept in the depot. 
That is all very well, but it comes to 
very little: they were retained in a 
position which indicated that they still 
retained the confidence of the Executive 
Government. I do not believe that it 
ean he stated either by the Chief 
Secretary or by any one else that that 
represents anything else than a mon- 
strous indiseretion. If I had been Chief 
Secretary, while admitting all the diffi- 
culties about the evidence of this accom- 
plice, or yuusi-accomplice, I certainly 
Mr. John Morley. 
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would, conviction or no conviction, have 
had the case tried out, to show Irish 
opinion that I was perfectly fearless of 
any exposure that could be brought to 
light. 

In that connection there is an alarming 
thing about the position taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman. I did not hear 
an accent or sentence in his speech which 
indicated that he owed any responsibility 
whatever to Irish opinion, or that he 
cared one straw—I am sure he does care 

whether Irish opinion is pleased or 
displeased, or expresses its confidence in 
him or not. He is very careful about 
the constabulary and the landlords, but 
for the majority of the people of Ireland, 
whom it is his business to govern, and 
whom, if I may say so without imper- 
tinence, if he were prudent, he would 
take care to conciliate, he apparently 
has no care. 

Some language has been used onthiis side 
of the House which indicates an opinion 
that Sheridan is a typical example of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary. I have hada 
great deal to do with the Irish Constabu- 
lary ina particularly delicate and dangerous 
operation. When the Home Rule Bill of 
1893 was brought in, among its proposals 
was a proposal to disband the Royal Irish 
Constabulary. The right hon. Gentleman, 
at all events, will not deny that that was 
a very delicate and dangerous proposal— 
I mean dangerous for immediate adminis- 
strative purposes. I made it my business 
to see a great deal of the Irish Constalu- 
lary, their officers and men, and when 
any one tells me that Sheridan is a type 
of the Trish Constabulary, I can only say 
that I disagree with him, root and branch. 
I was glad to hear this afternoon the hon. 
Member for East Mayo say particularly 
that this is not his view, and that it 
cannot be the general view of the Irish 
Members. To say that Sheridan, this 
abominable scoundrel, is the ordinary 
type of the Irish constable is a calumny 
and delusion. [Several IrntsH MEMBERS: 
No one here said that. | 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: What | 
said was that I was sorry to think that 
there were dozens, and even scores, 0! 
such persons; that I said and that I 
stick to. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: The Royal Irish 
Constabulary consists of 12,000 or 15,000 
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men, and, under an abnormal system of 
government, I daresay you will find 
among them half a dozen, if you like, of 
men as bad as Sheridan. So you would 
inany other force. But this I would say 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary. <A 
great deal is said of the collisions between 
them and the people. A great deal 
depends in these matters on the spirit in 
which they are supervised, the vigilance 
exercised, and upon the spirit which they 
know to prevail among the governing 
authorities. 


but how I did 
defended the necessity for there being 
in Ireland an armed and drilled police 
jorcee, by quoting from a speech made 
in 1893 by a brilliant Member of this 
House—I wish he were a member now— 
Mr. Sexton—in which that gentleman 
insisted that there should be of necessity 
a drilled and armed police force. Well, 
of course, nobody in his senses would 
suppose that, considering ,the temper and 
the position of affairs in some parts of 
lreland 
especially where they wear very broad 


phylacteries, as in Belfast—it could be | 


otherwise. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think he had made a_ point 
when he said that under the Home Rule 
Bill of 1893 there was to be a drilled and 
armed police force. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, not in the 
Bill, but in Amendment proposed by 
Mr. Sexton, and seconded by the hon. 
and learned Member. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : That is not so. 
I think | remember very well the policy 
of the Bill of 1893. It was the 
policv of 1886, and I discussed it 
twenty times with Mr. Parnell, and 
Mr. Parnell, like Mr. Sexton, would 
have been sorry to have made him- 
self responsible for the government 
of Ireland in the county of Kerry 
as it then was, and I hope the hon. 
Member for Clare will allow me to say— 
in the county of Clare as it then was. 
(“Sheridan had been in both.”| But 
What was the proposal? It is a by- 
point, but the Chief Secretary chose to 
raise it—the policy was that you should 


have in central depots anarmedand drilled | 


force, very much like what the Royal Irish 
Coustibulary is, but you should have 
in the counties, if you have anything 
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The right hon. Gentleman | 
seemed to think he had made a point, | 
not gather, when he | 


and, by the way, in some parts, | 
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like proper local government, a purely 
local force entirely under local ad- 
ministration. But if there was a 
disturbed area, and the local force was 
not adequate to deal with it, then the 
armed and drilled foree would be called 
from the depot. I have never taken a 
sentimental view of Irish administration, 
but I have always know very well that 
in a country so ruined, so demoralised by 
your administration and government, 
you cannot, right away, trust the people 
with the same local government principles 
as prevail in our more fortunate country. 

The Chief Secretary last night talked 
about the agitation, as he regards it, now 
prevailing in Ireland, and used language 
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| which has already been referred to 
| tonight. The blame, he said, “rests 
}on those who find it easier to in- 
flame the peasantry of Ireland with 
rhetoric than to persuade the House 


by argument.” Now I would really 
|ask the Committee whether they think 
| that any rhetoric is required to persuade 
ithe De Freyne tenants living on the 
| edge of the Dillion estate that they have 
| a grievance which ought to be redressed ? 
An hon. Gentleman, speaking from below 
the Gangway, though a supporter of the 
right hon. Gentleman, at once perceived, 
having knowledge of the circumstances, 
that you do not want rhetoric and argu- 
ment to persuade a man who is paying 
33 per cent. more rent than his neighbour 
over the border is paying, and who 
knows that his neighbour's privilege is 
due to the action of the Government—I 
say you require no rhetoric to convince a 
man on the De Freyne estate that he has 
a grievance. The right hon. Gentleman 
| has overlooked a good deal, and I do not 
| object to hon. Members referring to this. 
| What single reform in the Irish land 
system—I mean what great reform—has 
been achieved by argument in this 
House ? Not one. Last night my hon. and 
| gallant friend the right hon. Member for 
North Armagh said Ireland is extremely 
prosperous ; he spoke of large funds in 
the savings banks, and he made a very 
remarkable admission, which I noted—he 
said that since the passing of the Act of 
1881 the position of the Irish tenants had 
unquestionably been very different from 
what it ever had been since the Act of 
Union. I wonder whether my right hon. 
and gallant friend supported the passing 
of Mr. Gladstone’s Act of 1881 ! 
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CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I was not in the House at the time. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Then that was a 
loss to the House. Every one of the class of 
which my right hon. and gallant friend is 
the spokesman, it would be safe to say, 
opposed that Bill, denounced it, and did 
all he could to prevent its passage. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.): That 
is not accurate. [Cries of “ What is 
not?”|] That every Irish landlord 
opposed the Act of 1881. |‘ Oh, oh.” 


*Mr. T. M. HEALY: Every one of 
them did. Mention one who did not. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : The right hon. 
Gentleman surely does not mean to say 
that Irish landlords asa class ever used 
language towards the Bill but that of 
the strongest denunciation and even 
vituperation ! 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Ido not know 
what the right hon. Gentleman means 
bya class. If he says that every Irish 
landlord voted against the Bill, I say that 
that is not so. 

*Mr. T. M. HEALY: Mention one. 

Mr. MACARTNEY: 
not. 


My father did 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Ourrecords show 
that Lrish landlords opposed that Act of 
1881 which the right hon. and gallant 
Member for Armagh says, and truly says, 
placed Irish tenants in a position tar 
more favourable than they had ever 
been before. I welcome the admussion, 
because it is the fashion—I will not say 
in this new Parliament—but it has been 
the fashion for gentlemen sitting on that 
side of the House to denounce the Act 
of 1881 as an Act of confiscation and 
spoliation. But I come back to the 
point, a very painful point, but you 
must not forget that the history of 
Ireland is full of painful points. Was 
the Act of 1881 obtained by argument ; 
was it got by rhetoric? No, when the 
Government of 1880 was formed there 
was no notion, I think. in the mind of a 
single Minister of passing that great Act. 
Why was it passed! I am ashamed to 
give the answer to my own question. It 
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was passed because there was violence in 
Ireland, and for no other reason. It has 
been admitted by Members of that 
Cabinet that, if they had trusted to 
argument and to rhetoric alone, that 
great charter of the Irish peasant would 
never have been passed. Therefore the 
right hon. Gentleman is leaning upona 
broken reed when he appeals either to 
Irishmen or to impartial Englishmen to 
insist upon the Irish peasants trying to 
put everything right that they think 
wrong by argument alone. History 
will not bear them out in showing the 
validity of that proceeding. [| am bound 
to say, a more extraordinary expression 
I have seldom heard in this House than 
that used by the right hon. Gentleman 
when he talked of the operations for re. 
ducing rents as a sordid enterprise 
which this chivalrous race is asked to 
undertake. Why is it more sordid for 
the United Irish League to combine for 
the purpose of reducing rent, or of 
effecting what other agrarian changes 
may be their object, than for the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends to com- 
bine and make a syndicate? Is not 
that sordid ! What is the use, therefore, 
of the right hon. Gentleman's saying 
anything of that kind of an operation 
which, after all, is the only kind of 
operation that has ever gained a single 
boon to the Irish tenantry, and entirely 
passing over the combination of the 
landlords, which, of course, is equaily 
justifiable ? 

I think the right hon. Gentleman last 
night was extremely unfair to the 
Member for South Tyrone. He certainly 
was repaid in the most tremendous and 
crushing piece of invective that it has 
ever been my fortune to hear either in 
this House or out of it. He said my 
hon. friend endeavours to palliate out- 
rage, boycotting, and so forth, and he 
said my hon. friend—who is well able 
to take care of himself—is guilty of gross 
inconsistency because he used certain 
language in 1890 and uses different 
language in 1902. Is my hon. friend 
the Member for South Tyrone the only 
person who uses inconsistent language! 
I have got what was a classic piece of 
language in old days—the language used 
by Lord Salisbury about boycotting. 
This is to show how futile are charges 
of inconsistency either against the 
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Member for South Tyrone or almost | exclusion goes on at a time when the 
anybody who takes part in an Irish! war for Home Rule is still unsettled. 


discussion. If there is a single man 
dealing with the Irish question for a 
course of twenty years who takes a point 
of view at the beginning of the twenty 
years and holds to it at the end of the 
twenty years, you may be pretty sure he 
is mistaken. It is a very shifting 
question. In 1885, on the eve of an 


election, Lord Salisbury presented an | 
audience with this philosophic view of | 


Irish boycotting, and | commend it to 
the attention of candid Gentlemen on 


the other side of the House as well as | 


to some candid friends of my own. He 


said — 


‘‘Boycotting is an offence which legislation 
has very great difficulty in reaching. The 
provisions of the Crimes Act against it had a 
very small effect. 
the Crimes Act. And, after all, look at boy- 
cotting. An unhappy man or his family goes 
to mass. 
get up and walk out. Are you going to indict 
people for leaving a church? The plain fact is 
that boycotting, after all, is more like excom- 
munication er the interdict of the middle ages 
than anything we know now. The truth 
about boycotting is that it depends upon the 
passing humour of the population.” 


It is important to remember that in 
the month immediately preceding that 


polished apologetic of boycotting, some | 


ot the most violent boycotting speeches 


ever delivered in Ireland had been | 
made. Therefore, when the right hon. 


Gentleman taunts the Member for South 
Tyrone with inconsistency, let him 
reflect on the inconsistency of his own 
leader and his own party. ‘The right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman talked 


about the County Councils, some of | ‘age 
: 'the same course of animosity 


whose doings were reported last night 
by the Chief Secretary, and he made, 
in effect, two pointed observations. He 


said— 


“When you were arguing for Home Rule, 


you used to tell us that if you only gave them | 


Home Rule, they would be perfectly fair, and 
would make friends with the landlords and 
Unionists, and all would be well.” 


And then the right hon. Gentleman | 


said— 
“See what happens now. 


whuit Unionists on to the County Counzils.” 


Surely he must see that this exclusion, 
as to the extent of which I am not well 
informed, but granting it is total—this 


Boycotting grew up under | 
A ge } 


The congregation with one accord | 


They do not | 


'It does not at all follow, because they 
' exclude Unionists now, when they have 
/not been granted their demand, that 
‘they will exclude them afterwards, 
when that demand has been granted. 
That, at all events, is a possible position. 
Supposing they do exclude Unionists 
from the County Councils, where would 
they find an example for a policy of 
exclusion What did the right hon. 
| Gentleman's friends ever do on the old 
/ecounty Governing bodies, to give the 
common people in ireland an atom of a 
share in the management of affairs ? 


Then there is a more important 
| matter raised by the right hon. (sentle- 
‘man. He said that the hon. Gentleman 
below the Gangway had missed a great 
|chance in the line that they took about 
the Boer War. Many of the manitesta- 
‘tions of feeling in Ireland about that 
war were as disagreeable to me as 
they were to anybody in this House. 
3ut let us consider why they took up 
that attitude with regard to this war 
which has concluded in South Africa. 
What is it that the Irish Members did 
or that other Irishmen did! The right 
| hon. Gentleman 


and his friends have 
held Ireland in the hollow of their hand 
for centuries. But it is not England 
that they hate; it is the landlords ; and 
for very good reasons. And to argue 
that because they show absolute want of 
sympathy to English sentiment in respect 
to the war while England reiuses their 
demands for self-government, to argue 
from that that they would persist in 
when 
‘their demand was conceded, is logic 
which for the reasons I have stated | do 
not admit for one moment. I certainly 
have not got in my pocket a dratt of 
any Home Rule Bill, but there are one 
or two remarks I should like to make, 
because here we are now, after seven 
‘years of Unionist government, and in 
| what position are we placed ? You know 
perfectly well, from your conversations 
|with one another, that the question 
of Ireland is as much alive as it ever 
was. You may seek to drive it under the 
surface—I do not know whether the 
right hon. Gentleman will or not—but 


| the question is alive ; and, therefore, 
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perhaps I may be allowed for a moment 
or two to imterpose a few remarks in 
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| over their own Executive. How can you 
give the Irish people any control over 





reply to scmething which has been said | their own Executive, as we have it in 


in the course of the debate in respect of 
this situation. It is said, I know, that 
Home Rule is dead. I do not think so. 
We are told that we shall do well—we 
who are in favour of the extension of 
self-government in Ireland—that we 
shall do well ‘to go step by step.” Step 
by step! Step by step is a mere phrase. 
It is nothing more. When I ask my 
hon. friends what it is they mean by 
going step by step in the extension of 
local government to Ireland I have 
never} been able to get from one of 
theman intelligible or even plausible 
reply. It is said, for example, ‘* We 


will give Ireland a local body 
to deal with education!” Now 
just think of that. The education 


question in this country is not a very 
smooth subject to grapple with, but in 
Ireland it is 


problem, more so than it is here; 
and yet we are going, according to 


this suggestion, to proceed step by step 
and to throw upon a raw and 
unfledged c unci’ the task of finding a 
resolution of the most difficult 
of all questions. You will have the 
Ulsterman and the Catholic disputing 
about education, and you will have 
England looking on over the fence with a 
not very sympathetic, but jealous eye. 
The case | pat is that without the full 
power of Parliamentary responsibility 
this is a mere infatuation—as great an 
infatuation as it is possible to conceive. 


CoLoxeL SAUNDERSON: 
prescription is that / 


Whose 


of mine. Then there is another favourite 
formula which is heard on both sides in a 
reforming spirit. 
Dublin Castle.” What does the reform 
of Dublin Castle mean? I know some- 
thing of Dublin Castle. Ido not think 
so ill of it as some of my friends below 
the gangway do. 


They say, “ Reform | . 
gf gy 'The right 


a particularly difficult | 


Scotland and in England, unless you have 
a Legislature to provide the Executive ? 
The more that formula is examined, the 
more hollow and unsubstantial it appears. 
This is not my view alone ; it was the 
view held by Mr. Gladstone when he 
brought in the Home Rule Bill of 1886. 
Upon that occasion he said: “There are 
those who say ‘ Let us abolish the Castle.’ ” 
I only present these points as showing the 
unworkability and unreality of the policy 
of step by step. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said last night that I had suppressed 
thirty-nine public meetings. I think the 
House were probably deceived by that. 
They supposed that these were political 
meetings. They were nothing of the kind, 
They were not even agrarian meetings. 
They were gatherings which any police- 
men in the world would have suppressed, 
because they were meetings to intimidate 
individuals. Do you suppose that I, or 
any of us, would tolerate intimidation 
of individuals? After all, will you 


ibe good enough, when you mock at 
| that assertion, to remember two things 


—first, that everything we did was done 
under the ordinary law, with no coer- 
cion and no exceptional legislation ; and 
secondly, that when we left the Irish 


Government, Ireland was never in 
a condition of better order. There- 
fore, I beg the right hon. Gentle- 


|man, when he talks about our having 


suppressed thirty - nine meetings, to 


|remember that that has no point in it. 
| The Attorney General for [reland charges 


' about recrimination. 
| desire least in the world, if I 


| Gentleman. 
Mr. JOHN MORLEY : It is a current | C@8¢—he has all the archives of Dublin 
- Me * + - lala . e« 
prescription : it certainly is no prescription | alla er 
, ‘tration in a criminal 


I think that as govern- | 


ing lreland against its will it is extremely | 


efficient. 
of Dublin Castle mean ? 


But what does this reforming 
It means that 


me with jury-picking. I do not care 
it is the thing | 
may say 
so without discourtesy to the right hon. 
Will he tell me one single 


in our Adminis- 
case outside the 
North where there was a jury exclu- 
sively Protestant? That is jury-packing. 
hon. Gentleman, when he 
makes that statement again, will be 
good enough to introduce that qualifi- 
cation. 


Castle under his hand 


Now I want to explain the reasons 
why I am going to give the vote | 
shall give tonight. I think since 1899 


you want to give the Irish people control |I have never voted against the Chiet 


Mr. John Morley. 
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Secretary’s salary. But the vote to- 
night is a vote of want of confidence in 
the Irish Government, which has intro- 
duced coercion, without attempting to 
set forth, as used to be the fashion in 
the old days, the foundations of the 
cas’ upon which such extreme measures 
were based. In old times we used to 
have to bring figures and quote charges. 
It was felt to be so serious a thing to 
suspend the right of trial by jury in 
the most important class of cases, that 
a Very strong case must be made before 
the House of Commons was asked to 
assent to it. The right hon. Gentleman 
has placed no such case before us. He 
has contented himself with a vague 
phrase. He has said that Ireland is 
“seething with a spirit of discontent 
and revolt.” It is admitted that Ireland 
was never more crimeless; and does the 
right hon. Gentleman say that because 
the country is, as he thinks—though 
I lelieve it is a most exaggerated de- 
scription—does he mean to say that 


that is a reason for suspending the 
right of trial by jury in the very 
class of cases where the right of 


trial by jury is of the most precious 
and inestimable value? The Gentlemen 
who are ior step by step will, I think, 
recognise in this proceeding that this 
new policy is a policy step by step 
backward. Never before has coercion, 
repressive legislation, been brought to 
before—without a proper 
statement being made. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman, I am afraid, belongs to 
that sehool—that bad school—who have 
been described as preferring to perpetrate 
& great amount of injustice rather than 
to create a small amount of disorder. 
You had much better, as Lord Salisbury 
stid in the passage I have quoted, 
have used the ordinary law vigorously 
and vigilantly, if necessary taking your 
chance of convictions from time to 
time 
from jury-packing for securing con- 
victions—than resort to the repressive 
measures you have adopted. We have 
now in England a great body of 
important gentlemen from the Colonies. 
| wonder what one of these colonial 
Ministers will say when he sees that 
in Ireland, by a stroke of the pen, 


bear—never 


without a case stated to the House of 
Commons or the House of Lords, the 
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Irish Executive can suspend jury trial 
and the constitutional guarantees for 
as long a time as they think fit. | 
think our colcnial friends will well 
understand what it is that causes dis- 
loyalty and discontent in Ireland. It 
is on these grounds that we say at this 
moment you have no Irish policy. I 
will ask—and it is my last question— 
what is your Irish policy? What are 
you going to do for Ireland? There 
is the Catholic College. The Prime 
Minister has expressed his strongest 
opinion that that is a necessary retorm 
in Ireland, and I believe every one 
of those seven ex-Chief Secretaries to 
whom I referred, certainly most of them, 
approve of it. The Chief Secretary 
himself admitted, when he brought in 
the Land Bill, that there was an urgent 
ease for it. He now says there is no 
chance—or the Irish see, at allevents, that 
there is nochance—though sorely needed, 
of that Bill passing. What is your Irish 
policy now, at the beginning of a new 
reign, with a new Prime Minister, and a 
Chief Secretary apparently about to take 
a more responsible position? You have 
no policy, except this wretched, ragged, 
universal failure, the policy of coercion. 
And on that account I shall vote tor 
the Amendment. 





(11.18.) Mr. WYNDHAM: I made 
yesterday evening so large a claim on the 
patience and indulgence of the Commit- 
tee that | hardly feel justified in rising 
again tonight to trespass upon their 
kindness; but it will be felt that some 
reply is required by the speech to which 
we have just listened, and, indeed, by 
many others that have preceded it in the 
course of the afternoon and evening. 
Let me take some of the last words which 
fell from the right hon. Gentleman before 
I attempt to deal with his speech as 
a whole. He said that in former times 
preceding Governments—and I have 
no doubt he had in his own mind 
the Government probably of Lord 
Spencer, andthe Governmentin which the 
present Prime Minister wasChiefSecretary 
—had founded the case for what is called 
coercion by adducing statistics of crime, 
in the sense of violent crime against the 
person and against property, and by 
citing the charges of judges. Well, I 
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suppose that the right hon. Gentleman 


will tell me that had I done that I should 
have shown at any rate a laudable desire 
to convince or conciliate Irish opinion. 
But had that been done, we should have 
been told that the statistics were cooked, 
and that the judges were the mere tools 
of the Executive. That being the reply 
which any man of ordinary intelligence 
must have anticipated, I hold that it is 
better and franker to keep close to the 
facts and give for the policy of the 
Government the reasons which actuated 
us in adopting that policy. Those 
rersons have not been, and I have never 
said that they were, that a number of 
persons in Ireland have been murdered 
or maimed. Those reasons are that 
there is in lreland at the present moment 
an interference with private liberties 
which makes it impossible in that 
country for agriculture to prosper, or 
for any substitute for agriculture to be 
introduced with any prospect of success. 
It may be said that this House ought 
not to govern Ireland. Of course, this 
is not the occasion for arguing on Home 
Rule—and I doubt if the right hon. 
Gentleman would even have touched 
upon that great theme had he not wished 
to give a back-hander to those who 
would approach it step by step—this is not 
the occasion for arguing on Home Rule; 
but that being so, so 
House is responsible for the government 
of Ireland, it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment, resting on the support of this 
House, to see that the people of that 
country enjoy that modicum of liberty 
which must be the foundation of any 
superstructure of industry or of civilisa- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman took 
exception to my pointing out that he 
had prohibited thirty-nine meetings in 
Ireland. I thought I had made it cleat 
last night that I was not using a ¢y 
quoque argument. | was enforcing the 
point that every Administration finds 
it necessary to do in Ireland things that 
no Administration finds it necessary, 
fortunately, to do in this country. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Is it true that 
in this country no Administration 
breaks up a disorderly meeting ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not pleading 
for England robed in a white sheet of 


Mr. Wyndham. 


‘COMMONS: 


long as this, 
~ ‘people are looed on against the Irish 


i 
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innocence—that is not the poi:.t. The 


charge is that the Government of 
Ireland do things which stand in need 
of justification very clear and convincing. 
But I say that in Ireland every Govern- 
ment—even a Government allied with 
the Nationalist Party for the purpose of 
achieving Home Rule—foundit necessary 
to break up thirty-nine meetings in the 
course of three years. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that he did that to 
protect individuals. Does he charge me 
with having done it for any other 
reason? He made a great point of the 
fact that, during the three years he was 
responsible for the Government oi 
Ireland, he did not use what is called the 
Crimes Act, although he kept it on the 
Statute Book. But, although he did not 
institute any prosecutions under the 
Crimes Act, he did proceed in 279 
agrarian cases under the provisions of the 
Statute of Edward III. But that, again, 
is an exceptional method called for by 
exceptional circumstances, called for by 
circumstances with which the House is 
quite familiar—namely, that in Ireland 
it is the business of certain people to 
endeavour for the advantage of their 
country, as they say, to plunge it into 
disorder by looing on one set of men on 
to the backs of another set of men. It 
is not that the farmers are 
against the landlords, or that the Irish 





1 7 
hwoead on 


Government. That is not what takes 
place. What takes place is that a certain 
number of persons in a village are set 
like a pack of hounds on some individual 
in that village who happens for advan- 
titious reasons to be unpopular. — | believe 
the object is at all costs to create a 
situation which calls for the intervention 
of the Government, and then to charge 
the Government with intervening with- 
out any just cause, and then to appeal to 
this House, and to this country, and say : 
“See the tyranny of the Government! 
Give us Home Rule!” The right hon. 
Member at the beginning of his speech 
said quite truly that many of those who 
listened to him were not in this House 
during the late eighties, when we had a 
party in alliance with the Nationalist 
Party for the purpose of obtaining Home 
Rule for Ireland. Yes ; but we had the 
old situation revived on a small scale this 
evening; and I am glad that hon. 
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Members who are now in the House, but 
were not in the House then, have had the 
unique opportunity of hearing the hon. 
Member for Cork City followed by the 
right hon. Member forthe Montrose Burghs. 
The right hon. Member listened to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Cork City. 
He would, I suppose, have wished to agree 
with it all, but he could not do so, 
and in that conciliatory manner which he 
recommends to me and to all Chief See- 
retaries, he ventured so far as to say that 
the hon. Member for Cork City had used 
one word which went beyond the limits. 
But I never heard beyond the limits of 
what, because there was such an uproar 
on those Benches from the hon. Member 
and his colleagues at the bare idea that 
one of them could have gone beyond the 
limits in anything. Well, that is indeed 
the old situation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man wentontosay : “We have anew King, 
anew century,a new Prime Minister ; 
let us pause and see where we stand.” 
We stand exactly where we did. We 
have a right hon, Gentleman in his position 
trying to work with the Nationalist Party, 
and finding it impossible to do so unless 
ie is prepared to condone words and 
actions Which are repugnant to him, as 
they are to every Member of this House. 
The expression that went beyond the 
limits was a charge levelled at two hon. 
Gentlemen. [Cries of dissent from 
the Nationalist Members.] | There you 
have it. Two men, let me call them, are 
placed by hon. Members opposite outside 
the pale of humanity, not for any action 
they have done, or refrained from doing, 
hut simply because, being Irishmen, they 
happened also to be landlords. What a 
peacetul prospect for the future of Ireland 
if the right hon. Gentleman, in spite of 
these small exceptions he takes to the 
hon. Member for Cork City, completed 
his purpose of handing that country 
over to the tender mercies of the hon. 
Member for Cork City and the organis- 
which he directs and controls. 
Then to show how hollow this whole 
case is, the right hon. Member put up 
a charge, repeated by the hon. Member 
for Cork City, and on which the changes 
have been rung throughout the debate— 
a charge I did not notice because I 
thought it so trivial, so beside the issues 
which this Committee has been consider- 
ing for two days—the charge that the 


ation 
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proclamation which brought certain 


provisions of the Crimes Act into force 
was signed by two landlords. I have 
been taken to task because I have not 
taken serious notice of that which was 
made almost the gravamen of the whole 
of the attack of some of the speeches to 
which I listened. But the right hon. 
Gentleman knows that the signature of 
such a document by the Privy Council 
has as much to do with its contents as 
the stamping of a letter in the post office 
before it goes through it. He knows 
perfectly well that the policy of reviving 
coercion is a_ policy for which Iam the 
M.inister responsible. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Statute says— 


“By and with the advice of the Privy 
Council.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. and 
learned Member is a lawyer, and he wil! 
hardly contend that all the language of 
a statute corresponds so very closely to 
the realities of modern life. ! am glad 
he thinks it worth while to get up and 
make this preposterous charge, because 
every one in the House knows that the 
revival of the Coercion Act is the collec- 
tive action of the Government of the 
country, not of the Irish Government 
alone, but of the whole Cabinet. Of 
course | am responsible, because, if | 
disapproved that, I should have resigned : 
but it is an action which the Govern- 
ment has taken for reasons they ap- 
proved ; and yet, I suppose. an hour and 
a half of our time has been taken up 
by fulminations against these gentle- 
men for signing the proclamation, and 
against myself for a gross dereliction of 
duty, because until 11.30 on the follow- 
ing night I have not taken notice of so 
small a matter. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Of course. | 
knew perfectly well that Mr. Smith-Barry 
and Lord Clonbrock had nothing to do 
with the issue of the proclamation. 
My point—-a small point if you like 
was that it showed want of tact to 
choose these two gentlemen to sign— 
formaily and mechanically, of course— 
that proclamation. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: If that was all 
that the right hon. Gentleman had to 
urge—-a want of tact and thoughtful 
stage management—his case against the 
Government is not such a very strong 
one. Iam told that I ought to have 
eonciliated Irish opinion by putting 
Sergeant Sheridan on his trial, even 
although I thought—as I do think—that 
that would result in a divided jury. 
Imagine the result of that policy of 
conciliation! Every single hon. Member 
on those Benches would have got up 
one after another and said I had 
packed the jury to rehabilitate the 
character of Sergeant Sheridan.. I do 
not wish to add to what I said yester- 
day, except to correct a point I had 
leit in doubt. Not two constables, but 
one constable remains at the depot ; he 
was not an accomplice in the crime, 
and he still protests his innocence. 
He is not believed by those who con- 
ducted the inquiry to have been guilty 
of more than this. Whilst his own 
evidence was probably true, he must 
have doubted some of the evidence 
of Sergeant Sheridan, and had _ not 
the moral courage to stand up and ex- 
pose him. That was on the second trial 
when the man accused pleaded guilty. I 
suppose there are many men, unhappily, 
who would not have had _ sufficient 
moral courage when a prisoner himself 
pleaded guilty to get up and give the lie 
to a superior officer without any prospect 
or hope that his word would be taken 
against that of his own superior officer. 
Lam sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
invited me to attempt a policy of 
conciliation. He must know that that 
is the dire offence with which I am 
always being taunted. I am not ashamed 
to say—and I do say it again here to- 
night with all emphasis—that on proper 
occasions | have invited, that on proper 
occasions I shall continue to invite, the 
House to do what I believe to be the 
duty of all true Unionists—to discharge 
in the spirit as well as to the letter the 
pledges given by Pitt and Castlereagh 
at the time of the Union, and, if not as 
a matter of duty, of expediency and 
common sense, to devote as much 
attention to Ireland at our door as to 
Egypt over which we have no sovereign 
rights at all; but this is not the proper 
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occasion for advancing such arguments, 
because if they were advanced they 
would be misunderstood by hon. 
Members opposite as well as by those 
who sit upon this side of the House. 
In the face of the direct challenge to 
Government to proceed at its peril on its 
primary duty of protecting property and 
liberty, it is absurd to talk of remedial 
measures, of a policy of regeneration. 
You do not abandon it; but you do not 
insult the intelligence of everyone whois 
listening to you by pushing it into the 
forefront as a reply to assailants who are 
doing their best, as I hold, to ruin 
Ireland. Now, let me turn to the hon. 
Member for Cork City in the very few 
words more which I have to say. | 
listened to his speech. It was a fearless 
speech. He dreaded only one thing. He 
dreaded that I might in some moment 
of aberration bestow some praise upon 
his conduct in the course of this debate. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: No: I did 
not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
spoke of being in danger of being 
praised! but I do praise him for the 
skiliulness with which the subject of the 
De Freyne estate has disappeared alto- 
gether out of the discussion in this House, 
and for the way in which the defiances of 
the Government uttered inthe Cork 
Court-house the other day have formed no 
portion of the hon. Member's speech ; 
and J notice that after being in Ireland 
for a year, he has not said here those 
things which he said in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: I had to 
compress my remarks, or | should have 
been delighted to refer to the statement 
which was deliberately made by the 
right hon. Gentleman in this House 
during my absence—that I was re 
sponsible for the starting of the no-rent 
campaign on the De Freyne estate. [| 
should have been proud to meet that 
statement with the pretty conclusive 
evidence of an affidavit sworn by Lord 
De Freyne himself this week. That 
affidavit, a couple of hundred folios long, 
which gives a history of the whole 
struggle, never makes the smallest 
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allusion to my name, or the smallest 
suggestion that I had anything to do 
with it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The words of the 
hon. Member which I quoted are these :— 


‘**T have already taken the liberty of suggest- 
ing that the only means of bringing this ques- 
tion of compulsory sale and of the terms of 
purchase to anissue in the south, is that the 
tenants of each estate should make a combined 
demand next November for an abatement of 
rent equivalent to that made to the tenant 
purchasers.” 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN: There is 
no recommendation of non-payment of 
rent on the De Freyne estate there. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The phrase “ com- 
bined demand for anabatement of rent”’ 
suggests to my poor intelligence that, if 
that payment is not complied with, the 
tenants will show their displeasure on 
the lines which the hon. Member has 
again and again expounded. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN: Of course 
I suggested that the tenants should 
bring their demand before the landlord ; 
and | urged that they had as good a 
claim to purchase as the tenants on the 
neighbouring estates; but the question 
raised in this House was not the 
demand, but how it was to be enforced. 
[ said distinctly in the passage which 
the right hon. Gentleman quotes how 
| proposed to enforce it, and it was not 
by withholding rent, but by a system 
of social excommunication of the land- 
lords, such as you have practised with 
such success against the pro-Boers and 
the hon. Member for South Tyrone. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member’s 
method is social excommunication of the 
landlords, some of whom are non-resident 
and cannot therefore be excommunicated. 
In that event would he advise the 
tenants to go no further, but to pay 
their rent at the rent office? If he 
would, he agrees with me and with the 

3ishop of Elphin, who thinks that the 
best advice which could be given to the 
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De Freyne tenants is “to pay up.” 
In his speech the hon. Member attacked 
me in most violent language because 


I had given that advice. He said 
that I made coarse and vulgar im- 


putations ; that I quoted the expenses 
of one of those who were stirring up 
this strife. So I did. But my words 
were a verbal quotation from the dis- 
course of the Bishop of Elphin. I have 
been advised to associate myself with the 
efforts of the Catholic clergy in this 
district. I took the advice. I associated 
myself with their efforts. I quoted their 
words, and I pointed out to the tenants 
on the De Freyne estate, as far as I could 
reach them, that unless they took that 
advice there was no better fate in store 
for them than that which overtook the 
earlier dupes of the hon. Member for 
Cork City. [Cries of “ New Tipperary.”] 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN : I acknow- 


ledge New Tipperary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The bon. Member 
is himself incorrigible, and then complains 
that we will never be taught. But who 
is it that enters his disciplinary school ? 
It is not we, the Members of this House, 
who sit here in safety and ease. Those 
who are the subject of his bitter correc- 
tion are the poor tenants on these estates, 
who are, if not deluded, mystitied by this 
ambiguous language, supposing it to be 
ambiguous, which I deny. For I say it 
is a direct incitement to the refusal of 
rent. They are either directly incited to 
refuse to pay rent or mystified by am- 
biguous language, and, overtaken by the 
inevitable results of that action, then to 
whom are they to look for assistance ! 
Not, I think, to the hon. Member for 
Cork City. 


Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said he had 
challenged the right hon. Gentleman to 
quote out of some 500 or 600 speeches 
he had made in the course of the United 


Irish League movement one single 
sentence in which he advocated non- 


payment of rent as a weapon in their 
struggle, and the right hon. Gentleman 
had never succeeded, even with all the 
powers of Dublin Castle. 
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I hope the hon. 
me and the 


Mr. WiLLIAM O'BRIEN : Indeed, I 


will not. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: And advise the 
tenants to pay up. I draw theattention 
of the Committee to the contrast between 
the speech of the hon. Member made 
tonight and the speech he made in the 
Court-house at Cork the other day. He 
stood there on the platform with the 
leader of hs party. The hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford made a 
speech in which he seemed to advise the 
Irish people to proceed to lengths which 
would force the Government not alone 
to revive Coercion, as it is called, but to 
disfranchise the country and to turn 
freland into a Crown Colony. That is 
very tall talk, the key to which is to be 
found in one sentence in the speech 
made there by the hon. Member for 
Cerk Citv— 

“You have a perfect legal right,” he said, 
‘to know how your landlords stand upon this 
question of compulsory sale, and whether they 
mean to persevere in their policy of vengeance 
upon evicted tenants. If the landlords refuse 
to receive you, or if they will hear of no terms, 
what is there to prevent you, if you are in 
earnest, from treating them, as | hope you 
treat every landgrabber that pollutes the 
soily What is there to prevent you from 
issuing a sentence ef social excommunication 
against every landlord ?” 
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And now I come to the sentence which 
gives the key to all this tall talk— 

“What is there to prevent you from keep- 
ing their cattle without a buyer at the fair, 
from calling out their servants from their ser. 
vice, and from requesting the blacksmith not 
to shoe their horses ?’ 


A casual perusal of that sentence might 
lead anyone to suppose that it contained 
a very courageous defiance to the land- 
lords and threatened them with great 
penalties. But who is threatened by 
penalties in that sense? The man who 
tries to sell cattle, the man who wishes 
to shoe the horse, the poor herd on the 
farm who has to support his wife and 
family by looking after the cattle. It is 
upon them, and upon them only, that 
the full force of this much-vaunted 
national movement falls; and it is 
because it falls upon them, upon the 
poor and oppressed, that I, for one, 
am proud if I can play any part in 
relieving them from so dire a calamity. 


(11.49.) Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries, Wages, 
and Allowances) be reduced by £1,000, in 
respect of the Salary of the Chief 
Secretary.”—(J/r. Dillon.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135; 
Noes, 196. (Division List No. 315.) 


AYES. 


Abrahain. William(Cork.N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainbrose, Rohert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brige, John | Crean, Eugene 


Brown. George M. (Edinburgh) | Cremer, William Randal 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 


| Cullinan, J. 
| Devlin, Joseph 


| Dillon, John 


Campbell, John (Armagh, *.) 
Campbell-Bennerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Duffy, William J. 

| Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph 

| Craig, Robert Hunter 


Delany, William 


LDoogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


| Duncan, J. Hastings 

| Emmott, Alfred 

| Evans, SirFrancisH(Maidstone 
| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Farrell, James Patrick 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| Ffrench, Peter 

| Field, William 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 

| Flynn, James Christopher 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. | Gilhooly, James 


| Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John 
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Supplu—Civil 


Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederiek John 
Eustace 
Jones, William (Carn’rvonshire 
Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, HuehAlex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Mac Neill, John Gordon Swift 
MaecVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘kean, John 


Acland-Hood,¢ ‘apt. Sir Alex .F 
Ave-Gardner, Janes Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bauley, James (Walworth) 
Bain, x ‘olonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bizwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Ballard, Sir Harry 

Buteher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A(Glasgow 
Cay es V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor 
Chi amberlain, J. Austen(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
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M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O'Brien, Kendal (Tipper'ry Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N | 
OM: tg William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shauy ghnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington. Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 





NOES. 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, PhilipS(Warwick.S. W. 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(Cityof Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Cordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ml ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Corst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene,SirE W(B’ ryS Edn’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
| Gretton, John 
| Grev ille, Hon. Ronald 
| Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 


> ij 








1250 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runeim: wn, bad ‘alter 

Russell, T. 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sehwann, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene(Clae kmannan) 
Weir, James ( ralloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 


Service Estimates. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Ciaverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 


_Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


~—— n, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Kt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Macartney, Rt Hn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfries-sh. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D’vidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.Fred. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H.A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
’almer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Penn, John 
Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 


| Richards, Henry Charles 


Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas, Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely,Maj.J.E. B(Isleof Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Smith, HC( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith,J ames Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


the House. 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wi. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. Bath) 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. IL. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Original Question put, and agreed to. 


It being after Midnight, the Chair 
man left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee to sit again upon 


Monday next. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In moving the 
adjournment of the House, I desire to give 
notice that I propose to move on Monday 
the suspension of the 12 o’clock rule for 
the remainder of the Session before the ad- 
journment for the holidays. On Monday 
the Education Bill will be taken, on 
Tuesday the Colonial Vote, and the 
Education Bill again on Wednesday. 


Mr. CREMER 
gerston) asked when the 


(Shoreditch, Hag- 


right hon. | 


Gentleman proposed to take the London 
Water Bill again. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot be 
sure, but not before Friday next. 


MR. T. M. HEALY AND LORD JAMES OF 
HEREFORD—A PERSONAL 
EXPLANATION, 

*Mr. T. M. HEALY said if the Louse 
would allow him, he wished to make a 
personal explanation in regard to some 
remarks he had made a fortnight ago. 
He was mistaken in declaring that Lord 
James of Hereford had stated thirteen 
years ago that trial by jury in Ireland 
was in certain circumstances a ‘hunt 
for scalps.” The noble Lord, he since dis- 
covered, had used no such words. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 


Member. 
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1253 Returns, {25 JuLy 1902} Reports, Ete. 1254 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IM- 

atin PROVEMENT BILL [u.1.}. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 


| 
y+ = | 
Fridau, 25th July, 1902. | 
| to, with Amendments. 
| 


The Right Honourable Charles John | CONSETT WATER BILL [u.t.], 
Lord Colville of Culross, K.T., G.C-V.0.; | kHoNDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
Lord Chamberlain to Her Majesty | TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. 

Queen Alexandra, having been created 
Viscount Colville of Culross, was (in the 
usual manner) introduced. | 


| Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


| POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Committed to a Committee of the 
aname | Whole House on Monday next. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 7 , ; : 
: House, That the Clerk of the Parlia-; PIER AND mer . i+ rcameam 
.ments had laid upon the Table the ee ee) ee 
Certificate from the examiners that the; Amendments reported (according to 
further Standing Orders applicable to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
the following Bill have been complied "&*- 


mber, 


Me 


y th 


with— —— 
Fleetwood Urban District Council. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
The same was ordered to lie on the 

fable. PUBLIC ACCOUNTS, 


ch tndicates vevisiow by 


SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS, 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES 


Spree 


Reported, with Amendments. PRIVATE BUSINESS, 
: NATIONAL EXPENDITURE. 
. CLAY CROSS RAILWAY BILL. Message to the Commons for copies of 


Read 3*, with the Amendments; a the Reports, ete., of the Select Com- 
further Amendment made; Bill passed, muttees. 
and returned to the Commons. 


meer 


| WAR IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

> GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (CRUMLIN _ Telegrams concerning the siege of 

7 VIADUCT) BILL. Ladysmith. 
Lorp HAWKESBURY: My Lords, saitias en 

I beg to move that this Bill be re-com-|  _ oon es Aaa j 

mitted. Owing to certain provisions Further correspondence relating to 

in the Bill, of the Committee on which I affairs in South Africa (in continuation 

~ had the honour of being Chairman, of (Cd. 903], January, 102). 

+ decided that it should not proceed ; but | . 

‘since then, the promoters and the SOUTHERN RHODESIA. 

= opponents have met, and it has been| Correspondence relating to the regu- 

~ brought to my knowledge that they | lation and supply of labour in Southern 

have come to an agreement on the | Rhodesia. 


AOTC 2EC€ 


& (*) at the 


PARTMENT), 
Report relating to changes in rates 


Bill re-committed for Tuesday next. of wages and hours of labour in the 
' United Kingdom in 1901, with statistical 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.], | tables. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [u.1.]. 


subject. The Bill, therefore, becomes | 
an unopposed measure, and I hope your | WAGES AND HOURS OF LABOUR 
Lordships will agree to its being re- | (BOARD OF TRADE, LABOUR DE- 


committed as such. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 








Returned from the Commons agreed to. | to lie on the Table. 
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BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
General rules as ta administration 


orders under Section 122 (dated 10th 
July, 1902). 


RECORDS (SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE). 


PUBLIC 


Schedule containing a list and particu- 
lars of classes of documents existing or 
aceruing in the Supreme Court Taxing 
Office, which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office. 


Laid beiore the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 


Reading read. 


Lorp KILLANIN: My Lords, the 
Bill which I desire the House to read a 
second time met with no opposition in 
the House of Commons, and I hope that 
your Lordships will also look favourably 
upon it. Its object is to give to rural 
districts in Ireland the same power as 
already exists in urban districts of levy- 
ing a rate not exceeding a penny in the 
pound for the purpose of establishing 
public libraries. There have been 
attempts made in Ireland lately, not only 
to improve agriculture and to revive 
industries where possible, but also to 
make village life pleasanter and brighter, 
and this Bill admirably fits in with those 
movements. 1 hope, therefore, that 
your Lordships will accord the Bill your 
support, and that, should it become law, 
the powers given will be fully made use 
of in the rural districts in Ireland. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°. 
—(Lord Killanin.) 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: There is no | 
objection on the part of the Irish Office | 


to this Bill. 


Committee of the Whole House on 
Monday next! 


{LORDS} 
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CANADIAN IMMIGRATION FROM THE 
UNITED STATES. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, | 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has any 
information as to the reported immigra- 
tion of farmersfrom the United States 
into the Dominion of Canada. It may 
be in the knowledge of some of your 
Lordships that there has lately been a 
very considerable immigration of settlers 
from the United States into Canada. 
Last year I understand that the total 
number was very nearly 50,000; this 
year the number of immigrants has 
been estimated at the almost startling 
figure of 200,000. It is said that these 
settlers come from the farming classes of 
the United States, and that they are 
attracted to Canada by the cheapness 
of the land in the Dominion compared 
with the price of the land in the 
United States. I have also heard it 
stated that Minnesota farmers have been 
able to sell their holdings at from £8 to 
£10 an acre, and to purchase land in the 
wheat-supplying districts of Canada at 
the low price of £1 to £2 per acre; so 
that these men are able to pay off 
mortgages on their land in the United 
States, and buy considerably larger 
farms in the Dominion free of debt. It 
is further said that syndicates have been 
established in Canada and in America 
for the purpose of purchasing large tracts 
of land and to sell them to intending 
settlers. One of these land agencies—I 
think it was at Toronto—which had 
acquired over one million acres of land, 
is reported to have been selling this land 
to the settlers from the United States at 
the rate of something like 23,000 acres 
a day. I have no official information or 
statistics on the subject; that is the 
reason why I have put the question to 
the noble Earl. I think your Lordships 
will admit that, if the figures I have 


Immigration. 


| quoted are true, or even approximately 


true, they represent a very remarkable 
state of things. I approach this subject 
in no hostile spirit. If this large influx 
of farmers and agriculturists into the 
Dominion is going to be for the per- 


/ manent benefit of Canada, we all, 1 am 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2*! sure, welcome it. 
(according to Order), and committed toa | 


But I think your 
Lordships will see that if the facts are as 
I have stated, this immigration, if it 


| increases at anything like the same ratio, 
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will have a very far-reaching effect, not 
only on the Dominion of Canada, but 
also on this country and the wheat supply 
of the world. This is a question of very 
great importanceto usin thiscountry, who 
are necessarily large importers of corn. I 
hope the noble Earl will give the House 
and the country any information he 
may have on this by no means unim- 
portant subject. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
OnsLow): My Lords, I have not the 
statistics of the immigration from the 
United States into Canada for the 
present year. There can be no doubt, 
however, that the fertile lands in the 
western part of the Dominion are being 
taken up with unexampled rapidity, 
not only by immigrants from the United 
States but also by immigrants from 
Europe and this country, and the rapid 
development which is taking place in the 
north-western province of Canada bids 
fair to make the wheat fields in that 
country the most prominent factor in 
the wheat supply of the world. The 
figures quoted by the noble Lord were 
somewhat startling, but I do not think 
that the immigration is quite so large as 
he represents it to be. I am informed 
that since 1896, which was practically 
the first year of immigration from the 
United States, the figures were :— 
1897, 712 ; 1898, 9,119; 1899, 11,900; 
1900, 15,500; 1901, 17,897; and up to 
the most recent date in 1902the number 
was 24,100. Those are progressive figures 
showing a very large increase. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: I was careful 
to say that I was not responsible for the 
figures, which were quoted from the 
English and American Press. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: Can the | 


noble Lord give the corresponding figures 
ot Canadian immigration to the United 
States ? 

THe , Eart oF ONSLOW: No, I 
cannot. 


{25 JuLy 1902} 


Phenix Park, Dublin. 1258 


MILITARY BAND IN THE PH(CENIX 
PARK, DUBLIN. 

Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty’s Government, with 
regard to the riot in the Phenix Park, 
Dublin, concerning the military band, if 
inquiries into the said riot have been 
made, and the result thereof; and, if a 
band plays in the park on Sundays, 
whether the authorities will sce that it is 
not interfered with, and that respect- 
able citizens are allowed to enjoy the 
music in peace. 


Tue Kart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the occurrences to which my noble friend 
refers took place on Sunday, 29th June. 
A large number of people, estimated at 
5,000, assembled in the vicinity of the 
military band that was playing in the 
park. The great majority of these 
people were present to enjoy the music ; 


but a small section, consisting of 
about 200 persons, made a_ hostile 


demonstration by hooting and groaning 
after some items had been played. In 
consequence, the band was withdrawn. 
The circumstances, regrettable though 
they were, were not in the nature of 
aTiot, and did not call for the active 
intervention of the police. Steps will 
be taken to ensure peace should the 
band play again in the park, and an 
attempt be made to interfere with it. 
But | understand that the military 
authorities have ordered that no military 
band shall play in the park in the future. 
I may inform the noble Earl that the 
police could not have dispersed the 
people by force for merely expressing 
disapproval of the band by groaning. 
I believe that the military band was 
engaged to play in the park by the 
Tramway Company, and that, while 
many of the people who showed their 
hostility were, no doubt, influenced by 
a spirit of disloyalty, others were 
influenced by the fact that no city or 
civilian band had been engaged. 


THE Eart or MAYO: I am glad to 
hear from the noble Earl thatfshould 
the band again play‘in the park, steps 
will be taken to enable the respectable 
citizens of Dublin to enjoy the music 
in peace. 

2Z2 
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HOLYHEAD NONCONFORMIST 
VOLUNTARY SCHOOL. 
*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
asked the Lord President of the Council 
why the Board of Education wished to 
suppress the Nonconformist voluntary 
school at Holyhead, and had directed 
the School Board to provide another 
school in its place. He said the case 
of this school was a very simple one. 
The Department had been threatening 
it for more than a year because it had 
not got what they considered a sufficient 
playground. This complaint was utterly 
frivolous. The school had a playground 
which was quite sufficient to meet the 
requirements of the children during the 
ten minutes each morning and the ten 
minutes each afternoon that they went 
out to get fresh air; and in the middle 
of the day, of course, they went home 
to their dinners. A few years ago about 
£300 was spent in making the necessary 
alterations, and it is was impossible to 


provide a larger playground. He had 
been in conflict with the Education 
Department for a considerable time, 


and could only attribute the opposition 
to this school to the ‘‘spite” which 
the Vice President of the Council 
entertained towards himself. Sir John 
Gorst made a speech last year in which 
he said that nobody would assassinate 
him (Sir John Gorst), because it would 
be of no use. He (Lord Stanley) wrote 
to Sir John asking him what he meant 
by this foolish speech inciting people to 
assassinate himself, also asking him 
whether his son’s book, ‘‘The Curse of 
Education,” had, as some people thought, 
been written in agreement with himself ; 
if not, he had goaded his son to literary 
parricide. If the Vice President did not 
cease his oppression of this school, he 
(Lord Stanley) would publish a certain 
letter which had passed between them. 
The action of the Board of Education 
was treason against a Government which 
was supposed to be passing an Education 
Bill to preserve some shreds of religious 
instruction in the country. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE): 
My Lords, the facts relating to this 
school are as follow:—The Holyhead 
British School was built in 1848, and for 
some time past the Board of Education 
have considered that the buildings were 


{LORDS} 
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not satisfactory for school purposes. 
After several adverse reports on the 
premises by the Inspector, the Chief 
Inspector, Mr. Legard, was asked to 
make a special report in June of last 
year. Mr. Legard visited the school, 
and pronounced the buildings to be wholly 
unsuitable and inadequate. He said that 
the boys’ department was ill-constructed, 
unceiled and in a bad condition structur- 
ally ; that the class-room, owing to its 
lack of width, was quite unsuited for 
teaching, and there was no adequate 
playground. The same general conden- 
nation applied, though less strongly, to 
the girls’ department. The infants’ room 
was equally unsatisfactory, and it would 
he a mere waste of money to attempt to 
bring the buildings into conformity with 
modern requirements. In consequence 
of this Report, the Managers were in- 
formed, on the 21st June, 1901, that the 
Board’s recognition of the premises would 
cease on 30th April, 1903. The Managers 
have recently informed the Board that 
they are unable to provide new premises, 
and the Board have therefore called upon 
the Schoo! Board to consider what pro- 
vision will be required to replace the 
school when it is closed in May next. 
Your Lordships will therefore see that 
the statement of the noble Lord that this 
school has been condemned solely ou 
account of the inadequacy of the play- 
ground is altogether without foundation. 
The school has been condemned on 
account of the general inadequacy of the 
structure for the purposes of a large school. 
There is also, I need hardly assure your 
Lordships, absolutely no foundation for 
the insinuation that this action on 
the part of the Board of Education 
is due to what I think the noble Lord 
salled the “spite * of the Vice President 
of the Council. The proceedings have 
been initiated, not by the Vice Presi- 
dent. but by the Board’s Inspector, 
and the action of the Vice President 
in the matter has been purely ministerial. 
Although I took considerable pains to 
do so, I was quite unable to follow the 
reasons given by the noble Lord for the 
alleged spite entertained against him 
by the Vice President, on whose behali 
I think I can say that he would not 
have the slightest objection to the 
publication of any correspondence which 
may have passed between the noble Lord 


and himself on the subject. 
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1261 Returns, 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
thought the question of this school 
might well be left over to the new 
authorities to be set up by the Educa- 
tion Bill. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: If 
the Education Bill passes, it will not 
in the least relieve the Board of 
Education from the responsibility of 
satisfying itself that the buildings in 
which the education is imparted, and 
for which the Government grant is 
paid, are adequate for the purpose. 
The authorities would have no power 
to continue to recognise a school which 
was condemned as inadequate. 

House adjourned at Five o’elock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, ? 5th July, 1902. 


NOPPOSED PRIV. {TE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL. 
CROYDON AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BLLL. 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
NORTH METROP eo 4 AN TRAMWAYS 

LI 


CITY OF 


WEST HAM COR POR ATION BILL. 


Lords Amendments 
agreed to. 


considered, and 


WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the third 
with Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Amendments 


time, and _ passed, 


Lords considered, and 


agreed to. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lorps}. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


{25 JuLy 1902} 
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PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against: from Paisley ; 
Barnet; Edinburgh; Hebden Bridge ; 


and, Middlesborough ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
I 


SILL. 


Petitions from Birmingham, against 
alteration of Clause 8; to lie upon the 
Table. 

EDUCATION (ENGLANL AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions for alteration; from Black- 
burn; Criccieth; Lambeth; Notting 
Hill; and, Kensington; to lie upon the 


Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour, to 
lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Gainsborough, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSES (HOURS OF CLOSING) 
(i887) AMENDMENT 


PUBLIC 
(SCOTLAND) ACT 
BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, 


POST OFFICE (REVENUE AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th July ; Jir. Austen Chamber- 
to lie upon the Table, and to be 
[No. 294.] 


ETC. 


‘9 
win): 
j 


printed. 


POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS (REVENUE 
AND EXPENDITURE). 
relative 


Return presented, thereto 


[ordered 24th July ; ; Mr. Austen Chaimber- 
lain] to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


[No. 295. | 
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SOUTHERN RHODESIA. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 


relating to the Regulation and Supply of 
Labour in Southern Rhodesia [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of Further Corre- 
spondence relating to Affairs in South 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
MENT) (CHANGES IN WAGES), ETC. 
Copy presented, of Report and Statis- 

tical Tables relating to Changes in Rates 

of Wages and Hours of Labour in the 

United Kingdom, 1901 [by Command] ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FOREIGN COMPETITION 
LOCOMOTIVES). 

relative thereto 

-Mr, Bonar Law); 


Return presented, 
[Address 16th July. 
to lie upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 


1. Public Roads (Supreme Court of 
Judicature), Copy of Schedule containing 
a List and Particulars of Classes of 
Documents existing or accruing in the 
Supreme Court Taxing Office, which are 
not considered of suflicient public value 
to justify their preservation in the Public 
Record Office [by Act]. 

2. Lunacy, Copy of Return to the 
Lord Chancellor of the number of visits 
made and the number of patients seen 
by the several Commissioners in Lunacy 
during the six months ending on the 
30th June 1902 [by Act]. : 


NEW WRIT. 


For the County of Lancaster, North- 
East (Clitheroe Division), in the room of 
the Right Hon. Sir Ughtred James Kay- 
Shuttleworth, baronet, now Baron 
Shuttleworth, called up to the House of 
Peers. — (Jr. Causton.) 


{COMMONS} 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


(Juestions. 


Civil Service—Abstractors or Assistant 
erks. 

Sin THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he can state under what 
authority power is conferred upon the 
Treasury, under Clause 18 of the Order 
in Council of 29th November 1898, to 
make an enactment of a retrospective 
nature extending the application of Clause 
10 of the Order in Council of 15th 
August 1890 to a class hitherto unaffected, 
viz., abstractors or assistant clerks. 


(Answered hy Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
No power is conferred on the Treasury by 
the clause which extends to all persons 
in the Civil Service the operation of the 
previous Order of 15th August 1890. 
In the case of persons not previously 
affected by the last-mentioned Order, the 
operation of the Order of 29th November 
1898 was suspended for one year. The 
authority for both Orders was the same, 
namely that of the Sovereign in Council. 


Crown Foreshore Fishing Rights in 

rkney. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he will state what price 
has been paid, or is to be paid, by the 
purchaser from the woods and forests 
of certain foreshore rights of fishing in 
Orkney; what sum the purchaser has 
contracted to expend for the improvement 
of the fishing; if such sum has _ been 
expended, and under whose direction; 
when the regulations will be issued 
providing for free fair rod fishing for the 
public ; and if in the agreement for sale 
there is provision that the purchaser 
shall not net by himself or others as 
against the public. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain) 
The proprietor of the Islands of Hoy, 
Fara, and Rysa Little has a lease from 
the Crown of its salmon and sea trout 
fishing rights in these islands for three 
years from Martinmas 1900, with an 
option of purchase for £210, subject 
to notice of the intention to exercise such 
option being given six months before 
the expiration of the lease, and to cer- 
tain works for the improvement of the 
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fishing being carried out by him accord- 
ing to plans ,previously approved by 
the Commissioner of Woods. No parti- 
cular sum was contracted to be spent. 


The works have, with certain modifi- 
cations mutually agreed upon, been 


carried out under the supervision of a 
surveyor employed by the proprietor. 
The issuing of regulations as to fishing 
by the public is still under consideration, 
but it may not be possible to deal with 
the matter until the option of purchase 
is exercised or allowed to lapse. There 
is nO provision in the agreement that the 
purchaser shall not net. 


Local Government Audits — Disallow- 
ance of Parish Fire-appliance Expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether it is 
the rule that Local Government Board 
auditors shall disallow to Parish Councils 
the payments made by them for the 
provision and maintenance of fire-hydrants 
hy local water companies ; if so, will he 
take steps to have the rule altered, and 
auditors instructed to pass such pay- 
ments; or, if the rule cannot be altered, 
will he explain how Parish Councils, 
which have the power of providing fire- 
engine and fire-escape under the Local 
Government Act of 1894, ensure a supply 
of water in case of fire. 


(Answered by Mr. Long.) The law does 
not empower Parish Councils to provide 
and maintain fire hydrants; and I have 
no authority to instruct the district 
auditors to allow in the accounts of these 
authorities payments for a purpose for 
which they cannot legally incur ex- 
penditure. As regards the concluding 
part of the Question, the rural District 
Council may be invested by the Local 
Government Board with the powers of 
Section 66 of the Public Health Act, 
1875, with respect to the parish, and the 
necessary application for this purpose 
may be made by the Parish Council. It 
would then be competent to the Rural 
District Council to provide fire hydrants 
tor the parish. 


Waima Arbitration. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): To | 


ask the Under Secretary of State for 


Foreign Affairs whether he is willing to, 


{25 Juty 1902} 
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lay upon the Table of the House the 
text of the Belgian Arbitrator’s decision 
in the Waima and Sergeant Melaminei 
eases. 

(Answered by Viscount Cranborne.) The 
award will be laid immediately. 


National Gallery, Edinburgh—Treasury 
Grant. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
balance available for Imperial expendi- 
ture from Scotland, after paying her 
own expenses of government, for 
the year ending 31st March, 1902, 
is £10,996,000, as compared with 
£2,570,000 for the same period from 
Ireland, he will now see his way to give 
at least as large a grant to the National 
Gallery, Edinburgh, as Ireland receives. 


(Answered by, Sir M. Hicks Beach.) | 
have nothing further to add to the 
answer I gave to the hon. Member on 
9th July? and to my other statements on 
the subject. 


India—Weather Telegrams. 

Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will explain why the weekly 
weather telegram from the Viceroy, 
which was despatched to the India 
Office on the 19th instant, was not 
communicated to the Press until the 
23rd instant, and why similar delays 
have occurred during the last few 
weeks; and if he will, in view of the 
importance to the mercantile com- 
munity and others, arrange that these 
weekly telegrams shall be communi- 
cated to the Press immediately they 
arrive at the India Office. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord G. Hamilton.) 
The delay to which the hon. Member 
refers occurred in the process of print- 
ing the telegrams for distribution to 
the Press. I have given instructions 
which will enable these communications 
to be made more promptly in future. 


Crown Foreshore } in Bellacragher 
ay. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 

the .Chief Secretary to the Lord 


+ See preceding Volume, page 1197. 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on lst February Mr. Neal 
O’Donnell, of Mallaranny, county Mayo, 
was granted a licence by the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
for Ireland to plant an oyster bed in 
3ellacragher Bay, near Mallaranny, and 
that since the granting of such licence 
Mr. O'Donnell has been served with 
notice by the owner of Rosturk Castle 
threatening him with prosecution if he 
attempted to plant an oyster bed. And, 
whether, considering that the Crown has 
not parted with its right to the foreshore 
in question, he will take steps to prevent 
interference with:; the right of way over 
it. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Department granted, on Ist February 
last, a licence to Neal O'Donnell, of 
Mallaranny, to plant an oyster bed 
entirely below low water mark, in Bella- 
cragher Bay. The question of the 
ownership of the adjacent foreshore, 
that is to say, between high and low 
water mark, was not involved in the 
granting of the said licence. 


Militia Entrance Examination. 

Major EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the See- 
retary of State for War whether the 
War Office has come to any decision as 
to the programme for the Militia en- 
trance examination next March; and, 
if so, whether tactics will be restored to 
the course, as unanimously recommended 
by the Committee on Military Education. 


(Answered ly Mr. Seere tary Brodrick.) 
No decision has yet been arrived at with 
regard to the subjects for the examination 
of Militia Officers next March. 


Forestry—Inquiry as to Laws in Foreign 
Countries. 

Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
have inquiries made through His Majesty’s 
representatives abroad as to the laws 
and regulations regarding the planting 
and preservation of timber trees, in force 
in the countries to which they are 
accredited ; and if he will have the 
result of these inquiries printed as a 
Parliamentary Paper. | 
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| (Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) From 
inquiries I have made I learn that it 
‘would be quite practicable to ascertain 
| the various enactments which are in force 
'in foreign countries with reference to 
‘forestry ; but with regard to regulations 
'which necessarily are framed for the 
guidance and the system of departmental 
administration, I am advised that not only 
would they prove to be of an extremely 
voluminous character, but also that little 
useful purpose would be gained by a 
collection so costly and detailed. 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS—ENGLAND 
AND IRELAND. 

(12.15.) Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., 
N.) said he was sorry that in rising to 
move the Motion which stood in his 
name he would not be able to say 
much that was new, and the reason 
, was very plain. The grievance of which 
the Motion made mention was not a 
new one. The subject had been ire- 
quently debated in the House in the 
past, but nevertheless it was full of 
interest, not only from the point of 
view of Ireland, but also from that of 
England. Certainly it was also full of 
interest of exceptional and vital im- 
portance to Irishmen, and must remain 
so as long as the injustice remained 
unremedied. After all, money was a 
matter of universal interest. and he 
thought he was right in saying that 
as many revolutions in political history 
had been caused by financial injustice 
as by almost any other cause that might 
be named. He had no desire to use 
lunguage of exaggeration, and he in- 
tended to do nothing of the kind. He 
did not think he could be accused of 
using exaggerated language when he 
said that it Ireland had the necessary 
‘power, the financial injustice which he 
was asking the House to remedy, and 
which the House had been asked for 
many years past to find a remedy for, 
would itself have been a sufficient cause 
for a political revolution. 


As he had said, the grievance was an old 
one, and, in consequence, the remark 
made last year by the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer to the effect that it 
was strange that they had not debated 
the subject more frequently in recent 
years clearly had no good foundation. 
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As a matter of fact, attention was called 
to the injustice as far back as the year 
1800, at the time of the debates on the 
Treaty of Union, when it was predicted 
by all the unpurchased and unbribed 
intellect of Ireland, which was then 
represented in the Irish Houses of 
Parliament, that one unfavourable re- 
sult of the Union would be the financial 
injustice. Since that time there had 
been a practically unbroken protest 
kept going against the injustice which 
had been perpetrated. It was easy to 
understand why, in the early part of 
the last century, before the Catholic 
Emancipation Act was _ passed, that 
protest was not very manifest, because the 
Irish representatives in this House failed 
to make it. Everyone knew, except 
possibly the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
that the persons who sat in this House as 
Irish Members of Parliament between 
the year 1800 and the passing of the 
Catholic Emancipation Act, represented 
Ireland just as much as they represented 
Russia. They were no doubt Irishmen ; 
they were born in Ireland, but they 
were the mere slaves and tools of the 
English Parties. They did nothing for 
the special interests of Ireland; they 
were Imperialists in the strictest sense 
of the term, and consequently nothing 
that happened to Ireland interested them, 
except, indeed, when it tended to injure 
the class to which they themselves be- 
longed. But from the passing of the 
Catholic Emancipation Act down to the 
present moment the protest against the 
financial injustice to Ireland had been 
practically unbroken. It might interest 
Irish Unionists, and specially Irish Con- 
servative Unionists, to know that 
among the persons who, from the year 
1853 downwards, had most strongly 
protested against the injustice of over 
taxation were the Irish Conservative 
Members representing Irish constitu- 
encies. He need only mention the 
names of General Dunne, who represented 
{uecen’s County, Colonel French, who 
represented the County of Roscommon, 
Mr. Whiteside, who was subsequently 
Attorney General, and after that the 
Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, and Sir 
Frederick Heygate, the Tory Member for 
Derry. County. In fact, all the Irish 
Conservatives who were not in office, or 
did not expect to obtain office, took the 
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lead in this protest against the injustice 
to which the country was subjected by 
the Unionist Government as to finance 
and against the manner in which the 
financial arrangements of the country 
were carried out. Later on came the 
time of Isaac Butt. ‘There were Members 
of the House among them, no doubt 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
who would remember Mr. Mitchell Henry, 
and Mr. Butt, and Mr. A. M. Sullivan, 
and many other competent representa- 
tives of Ireland, who constantly made 
complaints similar to this which he was 
now laying before the House, that 
Ireland was being robbed on the present 
financial arrangement. He was sorry 
to say, however, that those complaints 
found very little echo on the other side 
Since 1885, he might 
observe, the protest had been practically 
continuous. Sir Joseph M‘Kenna three 
or four times brought the question before 
the House, and they all recognised with 
gratitude the services which he rendered 
to his countrymen on this question. 
Last of all, he might call attention to the 
agitation which had taken place in Ire- 
land on this subject, in connection with 
the Report of the Royal Commission of 
1894. That agitation was not a Nation- 
alist agitation. In fact, a large and 
numerous body of gentlemen in Ireland 
holding views adverse to the Nationalists 


directly accepted and supported the 
Report of the Royal Commission. 
Meetings were held in al! parts of 


Ireland, and were addressed by Con- 
servatives, and he might mention as 
one incident to illustrate that fact that 
at the Dublin meeting amongst the 
Members who spoke were Mr. lan Trent 
Hamilton, who long represented the 
County of Dublin in the Conservative 
interest, and the Archbishop of Dublin, 
who made a memorable speech. When 
they saw men of different religions, and 
difierent political creeds, and of various 
political parties, taking up this attitude, 
he was tempted to ask whether they were 
to be regarded as all fools and frauds. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer ap- 
parently thought they were to he so re- 
garded. He for one declined to think that 
any manoutside the Treasury Bench would 
venture to arraign the position which 
these men took up. The Irishmen whom 
he had named knew what they were 
talking about, and they were as honest 
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as any Englishman. Many of them 
differed in polities from the Nationalist 
Members, but they were high-minded 
men who would not lend themselves to 
deception in this matter of so great a 
magnitude. He could only hope that 
the shamelessness and audacity with 
which previous Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequers had rebutted this claim for 
justice would not be repeated in the 
present instance. Whenever they had 
brought forward this grievance they had 
been met hardy denials of notorious 
facts, or else by paltry and petty efforts 
of sophistry and rhetoric of which 
statesmen ought to be ashamed. 
Although they had occupied a good 
many hours of the time of the House in de- 
bating this subject, he for one thought they 
ought to take not only the present occasion, 
but many of the opportunities of redebat- 
ing the question, if not in the hope that 
they would eventuaily obtain justice, at 
all events in the confidence that they 
were exposing to the world the gravest 
injustice that country could be 
guilty of towards another. 


What was their grievance? It was 
that they were overtaxed to the 
extent of several millions annually. 
Was that true or false? The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer denied that 
it was true. His idea was that they were 
generously treated. He should like before 
he went any further to draw attention 
to a remarkable passage in a famous 
document by a previous Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, who was also a Con- 
servative. in the year 1864 a Select 
Committee was appointed on the Motion 
of General Dunne. This very question 
of the taxation of Ireland was laid before 
that Committee and it reported upon it, 
and Sir Statiord Northeote said— 

“Since i845 the share which Great Britain 
has had in the remission of In iperial taxation 
has 'i-en proportiona tely much larger than 
that wh tich frelandthas. and the : alditions made 
to the fmperial taxation of Ireland have heen 
op apraoniens A much heavier than those made 
to the taxation of Great Britain. It is not 
surprising that the large increase which your 
Committee have noticed in the general taxa- 
tion since 1845 should have given rise to 
complaint. Norisitsurpr ising that louder com- 
pl uints should bave been made by Ireland than 
by other parts of the U oan Kingdom. The 
pressure will he felt most by the w veakest part 
of the community ; and as the average wealth 
of the [rish taxpayer is less than the average 
wealth of the English taxpayer, the ability ‘of 
Ireland to bear heavy taxation is evidently 
less than the ability of England. Mr. Senior, 
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whose evidence upon the position of Ireland 
will be found very suggestive, remarks that 
the taxation of England is both the heaviest 
and the lightest in Europe—the heaviest as 
regards the amount raised, the lightest as 
regards the ability to bear that amount—but 
that, in the case of Ireland, it is heavy, both 
as regards the amount and as regards the 
ability of the contributor; and he adds that 
England i is the most lightly taxed and Ireland 
the most he: ivily taxed country in Europe, 
althoug he both are nominally liable to equal 
taxation.’ 

It was clear from this that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not sneer at their 
statements, he did not ridicule them, 
on the contrary, he practically admitted 
that they had a good case, and he 
ventured to assert, notwithstanding 
the eminence of the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and other Chancellors 
of the Exchequer who had succeeded Sir 
Stafford Northcote, that the reputation 
of that right hon. Gentleman as a fair 
and honest-minded man could not be 
possibly attacked. 


England and Ireland, 


How had they fared since the time 
of Sir Stafford Northcote? This was a 
matter which could only be deter- 
mined by figures. He had, unior- 


tunately, only official figures which he 
could submit to the House, and of 
course he could not altogether rely upon 
those figures. He did not accuse the 
Treasury of deliberately “ cooking” the 
accounts, but he said that it might be 
possible for them to do so, and he did 
declare that the figures were framed to 
the disadvantage of Ireland habitually. 
He was certain that the figures were 
not unjust to England, but taking them 
as they were, what did they find! A 
Return was issued on the previous day 


in regard to this matter, and he 
ventured to assert that many hon. 


Members of the House would cast their 
votes on the present occasion without 
having taken the trouble to examine 
that Return. They would not know a 
single thing about what the figures 
exhibited. He would like to tel! them 
what they were. The Return showed 
that in the year 1849 their Imperial 
taxation was £4,861,465. The popula- 
tion of Ireland was 6,574,278 and the 
taxation per head for Imperial purposes 
was 14s. 9d. What happened in the 
year 1850? Taxation went up_ to 
£7,700,000 and the population fell by 
three-quarters of a million, and there: 
fore they had the taxation almost 
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doubled. Did that not reveal the! 
injustice of their financial relations ? | 
While the population was decreasing the | 
burden was increasing, and the man | 
who could add £5,000,000 to the taxa- | 
tion of Ireland a year at such a time} 
must have had very little regard to the 
interest of that country and very little 
consideration for the interests of 
humanity. What was the last Return ? 
It was for 1901-2, and it showed that 
the population of Ireland had fallen to | 
4,445,370, the taxation had gone up to 
£9,784,000, and the taxation per head, | 
which was 14s. 9d. in 1849, last year 
had risen tod £2 5s. 4d. Was there not 
something unique in that state of things ? 
—when the taxation was rising, and the 
population—which, after all, was the 
chief source of wealth—was decreasing. 
What had happened since 1898? In 
that year, after some difficulty, the 
Government were induced to make an 
agricultural grant. For two years that 
“honest and respectable’ Government 
endeavoured to hoodwink them by 
giving a grant of £150,000 a year. 
But two vears later they were obliged to 
confess on the floor of the House that 
the proper amount should have been | 
£750.00 per year, and accordingly they 
were compelled to increase the grant by | 


£600,000 annually. What had become 
of the grant? It had been swallowed 


up in the increase of Imperial taxation. 
What was the increase of taxation for ? 
It was not required for Ireland, because 
Ireland did not require any of it. She 
was not at war with any other nation | 
under the sun—she had no right, in 
fact, to go to war; and if the money had 
only been spent on the industrial re- 
sources of the country, there would not 
have been such gravecause for complaint. | 
But the tact was that Great Britain had | 
chosen, rightly or wrongly, to embark for 
her own purposes upon a bad and costly | 
Imperial policy, and she was dragging | 
lreland after her into that enter- | 
prise by making her pay part of the 
cost. No doubt Great Britain could 
afford to pay that cost, for, as the 
Colonial Secretary said the other day at 
3irmingham, they could not only pay 
the present burden for the war, but they 
could pay it over again if the necessity 
Ireland was not in that position. 


arose. 


What was a pleasant, though a costly, | 
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excursion to the senior partner in the 
concern known as the United Kingdom 
was a perilous, and even fatal, excursion 
to its unwilling partner. When was a 
stop to be put to this increase of Imperial 
taxation? Supposing it went up to 
£10,000,000 next year, to £11,000,000 
the following year, and £12,000,000 the 
year aiter that—it might eventually 
reach £15,000,000 or £20,000,000. 
Would even the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer say that Ireland could 
? Could the money 
be possibly squeezed out of the country 
without having fatal effects! He ven- 
tured to assert that the mere ‘fact that 
a sum of £10,000,000, which was being 
annually extracted out of Ireland for 
[mperial purposes, was a deadly fact for 
Irishmen to consider and for Englishmen 


to answer. It was a fact which must 


‘lead ultimately to the destruction of 


No other country in Europe 
and re- 
amount 


Ireland. 
of the same size, population, 
sources paid anything like that 
in Imperial taxation. 

It was said that their grievance was dis- 
appearing. A short time ago he referred 
to the fact that they were always met with 
hardy denials of notorious facts, or by 
paltry and petty devices of sophistry and 
rhetoric. One of these devices was that 
the percentage of contributions was less 
now than it was before, and thereiore 
their grievance was disappearing. Surely 
that was very strange, considering that 
the taxation was increasing. Naturally, 
the percentage must come down if there 
was a general increase of taxation, because 
England wouldalways be the richer partner 
in proportion to Ireland, andconsequently 
the more taxation was levied upon the 
whole of the United Kingdom the less 
would be the percentage of the Irish con- 
tribution. But, as a matter of fact, their 
If that 
theory which had been put forward were 
correct, the only result would be that the 
more and more they added to the taxa- 
tion the less became the Irish grievance. 
He might mention the story of a Munster 
barrister who had been engaged in de- 
fending a prisoner at the Cork Assizes, 
for which services he had received a fee 
of £1 when it should have been one 
guinea. He was promptly called to 
account forsuch professional misconduct, 


‘and his reply was that he had taken all 
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that the prisoner had. It seemed to him 
that the English Government were treat- 
ing Irishmen in the same way. They 
were not only guilty of unprofessional 
conduct, but they were taking all that 
Ireland possessed. It was a monstrous 
piece of cruelty to extract £10,000,000 
or £11,000,000 annually from Ireland 
for the purposes of Imperial taxation. 
They could not take such a sum out of 
the country without injuring it, and 
the inevitable result must be ruin. The 
worst of the case was that the money 
was being taken not from a wealthy 
class but from the poorest classes of the 
community, and that was a matter to 
which special attention ought to be 
drawn. 

Some question had been raised as to 
what were the proper tests as to the 
comparative wealth of England and 
Ireland. The Commission of 1894, after 
an exhaustive examination of the facts 
as to the resources of the two countries, 
came to the conclusion that Great Bri- 
tain was at least twenty times as wealthy 
as Ireland. That was the opinion of the 
majority of the Commission, but that 
was obviously the result of a compromise, 
and many members of that Commission 
must have held the belief that the pro- 
portion of wealth was still more marked. 
That eminent statistician Sir Robert 
Giffen had come to the conclusion that 
Great Britain was fifty times as wealthy 
as Ireland. There was still another test 
which might be applied. It was a small 
matter, but still it showed which way 
the wind blew. This test he referred to 
was based upon the amount of capital 
invested in Companies carrying on opera- 
tions in various countries. Ireland had 
£54,000,000 so invested in such com- 
panies, Scotland had £114,000,000, and 
England £1,300,000,000. If that was to 
be accepted as a criterion of the pro- 
portion of wealth, it showed, at any 
rate, that England was by far the most 
wealthy member of the firm. Possibly 
none of these tests could be accepted as 
conclusive, but they all pointed to the 
same irresistible conclusion—that Ireland 
was infinitely less wealthy than England. 
Could any hon. Member visiting Ireland 
come to any other conclusion thanthat the 
country Was poverty-stricken? Lookat the 
poor, miserable homes on the countryside 
in Ireland. Look at the roofless cabins 
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all over the place, and the grass-grown 
streets, the idle mills on the banks, and 
the factories standing idle; and then 
look acress to England and see the 
teeming millions that work, the thou- 
sands of factories in full swing, the 
millions of money invested in toreign 
and other securities, with the possibility 
of raising at two or three days noticea 
sum of £30,000,000 or £40,000,000 for 
the purposes of a war; and was it possible 
to come to any other conclusion than that 
there was no similarity of circumstances 
between the two countries, and that it 
was a downright cruelty to tax them on 
the same basis? After all, this was a 
matter of arithmetic, and the ditticulties 
could be easily worked out. He ventured 
to think that any one taking the trouble 
to do so must realise that lrishmen had 
an undoubted grievance, and that they 
were shockingly overtaxed. 

What were the answers that were 
made to their complaints! Some- 
times the answers were flippant. and 
sometimes they were serious. He would 
like first totake a flippant answer, which 
was made by the present Prime Minister 
on his recent visit to Manchester. The 


right hon, Gentleman suggested that 
there was a way open to the Irish 


people of getting rid of their grievances ; 
let them not drink tea or coffee, not 
smoke tobacco, not eat Indian meal, not 
eat anything, let them not wear clothes- 
and their grievances would disappear! 
He might have asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury to relieve the Irish people in 
another way—by giving up waging such 
wars as the Boer war, which had done 
this country no good. ‘The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who was a _ more 
serious-minded man, had a_ different 
kind of answer to the Irish Members’ 
complaint and demand. That right hon. 
Gentieman said that there could be no 
injustice, because England, Scotland, and 
Ireland were treated alike, and ali made 
subject to the same common system of 
taxation. There were two 
that argument. A common system of 
taxation might press more heavily on 
one district than on another. One of 
the statements in the Report of the 
Royal Commission was that identity 
of the rate of taxation did not necessarily 
involve equality of burden. The common 
comment upon that was very curious. 
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“Oh,” it was said, “that is a mere 
truism, as if that would make it any 


the less true. But they might have, as 
they did have, in England, Scotland, 
and Ireland, a common system of taxa- 
tion, affecting principally the poor and 
the industrial classes, but affecting 
Ireland more than England or Scotland, 
because there were more poor in Ireland 
than in the other countries. In proof ot 
this, he pointed to the fact that all 
Chancellors of the Exchequer, no matter 
on which side of the House they sat, 
recognised that not more than 50 per 
cent. of the revenue should be raised by 
indirect taxation. But in Ireland 75 
per cent. of the Irish revenue was de- 
rived from indirect taxation. There was 
no getting away from that injustice to 
Ireland. It was pretended, of course, 
that there were poor persons and poor 
districts in England and Scotland as well 
as in Ireland ; but the difference lay in 
the existence of the English Channel. 
Perhaps if the English Channel had 
never existed Ireland would have been 
ahappier country. But they could not 
abolish the channel, and the result was 
that. whilst in England there were poor 
districts, these depended on the neigh- 
bouring rich districts ; and if agriculture 
failed, the people had the industrial towns 
to go to, where they could have constant 
and remunerative employment. On the 
other hand, in Ireland, when agriculture 
failed, there was no other resource for 
the people than to depend for help on 
those who were almost as poor as them- 
selves. 

But their greatest answer to the 
common-system-of-taxation argument— 
although it did not detract in the least 
from what he had said—was that it was a 
violation of the Treaty of Union made 


between England and Ireland. That 
was their historical case, and he, for one, 


would never abandon it. It was the 
great-sheet anchor of their position. In 
1800 Ireland was guaranteed a lower 
rate of taxation and separate treatment 
in the matter of taxation after the 
Union. Article 7 of that Treaty provided 
for a revision of the financial position 
every twenty years. 
the plainest possible manner to separate 
treatment. As long asthe circumstances 
of the two countries remained dissimilar 
it cculd mean nothing else. 
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disputed he would quote an authority 
who was in a position to speak—viz. 
Lord Castlereagh himself. He had not 
great veneration for Lord Castlereagh, 
for he had no hesitation in saying that 
that nobleman stabbed his country in- 
1800, that his promises, fair though they 
were, were never intended to be fulfilled, 
and that he hada most malicious, instead 
of a most beneficent, intention towards 
Ireland. He looked with disgust and 
contempt on the man who attributed in 
his hearing any good or noble intention, 
or act of statesmanship towards Ireland, 
toa creature like that. At any rate, he 
was entitled to use his Lordship’s words 
relative to the Treaty of Union. Lord 
Castlereagh said— 

“* As for the future, it is expected that the 
two countries can move forward together ; 
united in regard to expenses in the measure of 
their relative ability, and by there being a 
provision for the revision, Ireland has the 
utmost possible security that she cannot be 
taxed beyond the measure of her comparative 
ability, and that the ratio of her contribution 


must ever correspond with her relative wealth 
and prosperity. , 


Now, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on 
the face of that statement, would, he 
supposed, get up today again, as he did 
_ year, and say that the interpretation 
hy the Irish Members of the Treaty of 
Union was wrong ; that what that Treaty 
looked forward to, and provided for 
specifically, was not separate treatment 
but common taxation. Well, he thought 
that it was rather too much, even for a 
right hon. Gentleman in his position, for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to dispose 
of the matter in that way—“I am 
sorry, he says, “that my view differs 
from that of hon. Gentlemen opposite.” 
As if that concluded the matter! But the 
right hon. Gentleman was not as good an 
authority on the Treaty of Union as 
Lord Castlereagh. And here he took 
leave to say that, so far as he had been 
able to ascertain legal opinion on that 
point—and he had made an effort to do 
so—that legal opinion was entirely on the 
side of the contention of the Irish Mem- 
bers, and entirely against the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. After having quoted 
the text of the Treaty of Union, and 
the explanation of it given by Lord 
Castlereagh, it would not do for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to get 
up and say—‘“‘I ditler from your 
view; my view is quite enough.” 
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The Irish Members did not take that 
explanation, and he was perfectly certain 
that the House of Commons, if it was 
quite free to vote, would not take it 
either. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that the Treaty of, Union was 
obsolete. He wished it was. There was 
a time when the Irish Conservatives 
argued strongly that the disestablishment 
of the Irish Church had broken the 
Treaty and that the whole Act of Union 
had disappeared. That statement was 
made at several Orange meetings and by 


leading Conservatives, including one 
distinguished lawyer who became a 


County Court Judge, or a Judge of the 
High Court. He thought himself that 
there would have been some foundation 
for that argument if the abrogation of 
the fifth Article of the Treaty of Union, 
which guaranteed the permanent existence 
of the irish Protestant Church, had 
not been assented to by the majority of 
the Irish representatives in this House. 
But although the Irish people did not 
initiate the agitation for the disestablish- 
ment of the Irish Church—that was 
the work of the English Liberation 
Society—they did vote for the disestab- 
lishment of the Church and the abrogation 
of Article 5; and consequently it was not 


a violation of the Treaty of Union. But 
if Article 7 was obsolete, then what 
became of Article 2, by which 


the Irish Members were compelled to 
be here in this House? The 2nd Article 
was as old as the 7th, and if, forsooth, it 
was said that the 7th Article was obsolete, 
then, he maintained, there was very 
little logical or legal validity in saying 
that Article 2, by which the Parliament 
of Ireland was extinguished, was still in 
force. At the present time the Colonies, 
through their Premiers, were holding a 
conference with the Colonial Secretary. 
He did not know what was going on, 
but there was, at all events, a rumour of 
establishing a Zollverein and making 
some agreement between the Colonies 
and the Mother Country, and, as he 
understood, some specious invitations 
were addressed to the representatives of 
the Colonies to enter into this agreement. 
He would offer one word of advice to 
Sir Edward Barton, and Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier, and the other colonial Premiers. 
He would advise them to read the 
speeches which the Colonial Secretary 
had delivered in the course of these 
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debates, and not to enter into an agree- 
ment with England, because if any 
agreement was entered into which seemed 
to be good for the Colonies, both now 
and in the future, it would inevitably 
be broken. If the terms of the Union 
were to be kept, there was no answer 
to the case they had made out. 


Another argument that was brought 
against then was that they were not really 
over-taxed, because most of the money 
that was levied on taxation was spent in 
Ireland. He was really ashamed to 
have again to answer a thing he had 
already answered so many times in a 
way to which no reply was ever forth- 
coming from the Treasury Bench. In 
the first place, it was established by Mr. 
Gladstone in the Home Lule debates 
that the several charges on Ireland, 
if they were made upon the same 
scale as those on England, would be 
half what they were. The meaning 
of that was that they were spending 
twice as much in Ireland, not for Irish 
but for English purposes, and the chief 
reason for that was to keep the Irish 
people down; and to maintain the 
Union by foree and corruption, they 
were voting millions every year in the 
shape of Irish Estimates. Half those 
Estimates were to pay the English sup 
porters. There was not 2 single sup- 
porter of the Government in Ireland, 
who either was not paid or who did not 
expect to be paid. ‘That was one of the 
redress the 


reasons for refusing to 
financial grievances of the country. 


The second thing he would say, was that 
the Government had no right under the 
law to take into account the expenditure 
at all. By the Act of 1817, expenditure 
was to be made in any part of the 


United Kingdom according to the 
necessities of the case. It was not to be 
allocated, a certain proportion to Eng- 


land and to Ireland and to Scotland, but 
was to be made whenever and wherever it 
was required, so that there was a legal 
objection in the way of setting off the 
expenditure against taxation. It was 
the most ridiculous argument in the 
world to say that because the money was 
spent in Ireland the people were not 
overtaxed, and there was no grievance. 
Turkey was supposed to be overtaxed, 
but upon this theory it was not over- 
taxed at all, because the Sultan spent all 
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the revenue in Turkey. 
srounds Italy was not overtaxed, because 
all the money was spent at home. He 
utterly repudiated the theory that ex- 
penditure was to be set off against 
taxation, and it was no answer to their 
case. 

He would not longer detain the 
House. He thought he had made a 
perfectly good case. He had not con- 
sciously overstated it, and he had en- 
deavoured fairly and squarely to meet 
the arguments against it. Although 
they had made out a good case, he 
did not expect any good would result 
irom this debate. He would frankly 
say, Whatever the reason might be, 
it had always struck him that it was 
in financial matters that England 
had always acted the meanest part 
towards Ireland. Nothing was more 
contemptible or unjust than the finan- 
cial treatment of Ireland, a treatment 
which had no regard to their resources, 
totheir historical claims for proper treat- 
ment, or their future, and, apparently, 
had no intention of keeping Ireland a 
loyal member of the Commonwealth. 
That attitude had been maintained for 
many years by different Governments ; 
he did not complain of Unionist or 
Conservative Governments in particular ; 
he thought that Liberal Governments 
in the past had been the worst of the 
two. Although, probably, no immediate 
result would ensue from raising this 
matter, they had had, at all events, 
the satisfaction of having proved that 
towards Ireland England had acted the 
part of an unrepentant robber. He 
begged to move the Resolution standing 
in his name. 


*(1.27.) Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, 
W.) said it would certainly not be 
necessary for him, in seconding this 
Motion, to go into the details of the 
ease. Though his hon. friend had acted 
wisely in addressing himself to the 
historical aspects of the case, he should 
address himself to that aspect which 
presented itself in recent years, not 
because he thought his hon. friend was 
wrong in taking the course he did, 
but because he thought they would 
not make much progress along those 
lines. Englishmen, as a rule, had very 
little interest in what happened more 
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than twenty years previously, and pro- 
bably were as much interested in the 
treaty of the Union as they were in the 
treaty of Limerick. Nevertheless, he en- 
tirely agreed that they ought to put 
forward the argument from the Act of 
Union over and over again, because they 
could not abandon any part of their ease. 
He thought they were absolutely right in 
their contention as to the specia! treat- 
ment which the provisions of the Act of 
Union accorded to Ireland. It must 
be plain to everybody that a poor 
country like Ireland could not bear the 
same rate of taxation as could be borne 
with perfect ease by a country more 
wealthy. That consideration must have 
been present to the minds of the states- 
men who passed the Act of Union, and 
those who dealt with the affairs of the 
country in the years that followed the 
Union, and that was the reason why 
Mr. Gladstone, in imposing income tax 
on Ireland, imposed it for a time only. 
The interesting book of the hon. Member 
for West Islington gave a most admir- 
able Table with regard to these matters. 
It shewed that in Ireland no_ less 
than four-fifths of the income was 
taken by taxation, whereas one-ninth 
was the amount taken in Engiand. 
That itself showed how disproportionate 
the burden was. In those years which 
immediately preceded the union, when 
Ireland governed herself, £2,000.000 or 
£3,000,000 sufficed for all the purposes 
of the Government, and most ample and 
generous contributions for Imperial pur- 
poses besides, in spite of the fact that 
the revenue of Ireland was burdened by 
pensions for all sorts of people who were 
too disreputable to be placed on thie 
English Civil List. During that period 
all the great public buildings which 
adorned the capital were built with 
Irish money supplied by the Irish 
Parliament. Under the Government of 
this country, in 1819 the estimated 
revenue had already increased to 
£5,253,909, and the taxation per head 
was 15s. 5d., and with the exception of 
a year or two during the whole of the 
time in which Ireland had been tied up 
in this partnership the taxes had steadily 
increased. In 1901-2 the taxation had 
risen to £11,353,000, and the taxation 
per head had risen from 15s. 6d. to 
He had not the figures for Great 
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Britain for the same years, but his im- 
pression was that, while the revenue had 
greatly increased, the taxation per head 
had actually lessened. ‘They had had in 
the previous two days some good reasons 
given for the unrest of Ireland under 
English rule. An extraordinary light 
had been thrown upon the administration 
of justice in Ireland, and the House had 
seen a most extraordinary and con- 
vineing picture of the manner in 
which the people of Ireland looked upon 
the administration of justice in Ireland 
in that amazing case in which an inno- 
cent man was shown to have pleaded 
guilty in order to get a light sentence. 
Now the House was asked to consider 
another of the causes of that unrest. 
Since the Act of Union there had been 
many Governments—Tory Governments 
and Liberal Governments, progressive 
Governments and reactionary Govern- 
ments, conciliatory Governments and 
coercive Governments—but all agreed in 
one thing. Each Government continu- 
ally extracted trom a diminishing people 
a greater and a greater revenue. Surely 
nothing further was required to explain 
the continued unrest in Ireland. 

Who were the people on whom these 
imposts were levied ! He did not take 
a despairing view of his country, he 
did not believe that everything was 
on the down grade; in certain classes 
there had been a great improvement. 
The Land Acts had contributed greatly 
to the welfare of the Irish farmers, 


but every possible improvement was 
being swallowed up in this con- 
tinually increasing taxation. In any 


case, What might be true of some parts 
of the country was not true of the 
whole. Just lately they had had an 
extraordinary flood of light thrown upon 
the condition of the people in the west 
of Ireland, the whole of which might be 
said to be congested, although it was not 
all so scheduled, and it was on those who 
were the poorest that the taxation fell 
heaviest. [He had had six years experi- 
ence asa member of a Board of Guardians 
in the west of Ireland and he knew the 
extraordinary difficulty these poor people 
had to provide for themselves the com- 
mon decencies of life. A 1d. rate only 
produced in that union £49 a year, and 
surely those people had enough to do to live 
and provide themselves with the merest 
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necessities of life. Yet it was on those 
people that the English Government piled 
up year after yearmoreandmoretaxation, 
The food of these people consisted to a 
large extent of meal and tea. The tax 
on tea had within recent years been 
increased by 50 per cent., and an impost 
had recently been put on meal. He 
acknowledged with gratitude the action of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in aban- 
doning one-half of that tax, but it was 
obvious that, pro tanto, there would be an 
increase of taxation imposed upon those 
poor people even this year. What concern 
with Imperial purposes had these people, 
who could scarce keep body and soul to- 
gether, and who could not atiord proper 
nursing for their sick? It might be said 
that seamstresses, dock labourers, and the 
poorer classes in England had equally 
little concern in those purposes, but, at 
any rate, it could be argued that they had 
in some sort of way expressed their con- 
currence in the Imperial policy of ex. 
pansion which was dragging Ireland 
down. That, however, could not be said 
of the people of Ireland; they had their 
own case and were fighting their own 
battle. Both on treaty grounds and on 
the broad general grounds of the welfare 
of what, after all, by the desire of the 
English people, was a portion of the 
3ritish Empire, they had a good case 
and a right to press it. 


They were sometimes asked what 
remedy they proposed. He did not pro- 
fess to speak with any sort of authority 
on that point. The most obvious way to 
deal with the question would be to revert 
to the old system of separate Exchequers. 
That, at any rate, had the merit of 
thoroughness ; it would then be possible 
to rearrange the financial position of the 
two countries in a manner suitable to each, 
and the system would possess other great 
advantages. They could not, at present, 
however, hope for any such solution of 
the difficulty. They did not abandon 
the claim; on the contrary, they would 
still press forit; but it was possible, 
without abandoning any portion of their 
case, to recognise that, while they 
could not get satisfaction of their full 
claim, they might be able to find a 
means of removing a portion of the 
grievance. There were two ways in 
which that might be done. One was the 
remission of the particular taxes, such as 
those on sugar, tea, and meal, which 
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pressed with undue weight on the Trish 
people. The other was much less satis- 
factory, because he would prefer to keep 
the money in the pockets of the people, 
but the difficulty could be partially met 
hy inereased Exchequer contributions. 
For the moment he merely asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to do some- 
thing towards meeting the claim they had 
put forward by adopting the reeommenda- 
tions of the Local Taxation Commission, 
and by granting an additional sum in 
relief of Irish local taxation, especially 


proportioned to the varying needs of the | 


poor localities. 


Motion made and Question proposed, | 
“That the overtaxation of Ireland, estab- | 


lished by the recent Royal Commission 
on Financial Relations, constitutes a 
serious and pressing grievance as regards 
that country, and demands the early 
attention of Government with a view to 
its removal.”"—( Vr. Clancy.) 


(1.52.) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 


8.) rose for the purpose, not of taking | 


part in the general discussion, but of 
asking a direct question of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The right hon. 
Gentleman had recently stated, in refer- 
ence to the increased education grant for 
England, that there was no case for an 
equivalent grant for lreland, and that it 
did not follow. because a special grant 
was made for England, that an equivalent 
grant should be made for Ireland. He 
had further stated, however, 
case could be made out for an additional 


grant for education, it would be taken | 
into account in considering the question. | 


In view of that answer, he reminded the |“, i 
| yet remove the grievance. 


there was | 


Gentleman that 
which _ had | 


an educational question 
pressed upon the Government 
for three or four years without any | 
satisfaction being obtained. Deputa- 
tion after deputation had waited on 
the Chief Secretary, who — entirely 
agreed with them as to the grievance 
and its remedy, but who washed his 
hands of the whole business, declaring 
that the Treasury blocked the way. He, 
therefore, desired to put it to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether the 
question of the training college in Marl- 
borough Street was not one which 
ought to be settled now. The students 
were being lodged in tenant-houses of 
the worst description, and in a district 
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in which immoral houses prevailed. 
| What right had the Government of 
| England to put students in such a 
| position? In view of the recent declara- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would take this matter into his con- 
sideration, and make a grant so that this 
legitimate grievance might be removed, 
|and the students placed in a decent 
| position. 


*(1.56.) Mr. M* KEAN (Monaghan, 8S.) 
said that after the eloquent speeches of 
| the mover and seconder of the resolution 
|it was really unnecessary tor him to 


|speak at length on this question, except 
| to emphasise the points which had been 
| so ably put forward. He would be sorry 
to share in the opinion of the hon. 
Member for North Dublin that no 
immediate result was likely to accrue from 
the debate. The injustice in the case 
was so glaring, and constituted such a 
grave international scandal, that he 
could not for the life of him understand 
/how men who called themselves honour- 
|able could sit on the Treasury Bench 
| knowing of this injustice and yet refusing 
|to redress it. From one point of view, 
| the present time was most opportune for 
an exhaustive discussion of the subject. 
The conclusion of hostilities in South 
| Africa would enable the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, if Parliament was 
sufficiently well advised, to make pro- 
| vision for the redress of this grievance 
/next year without having to increase 
| existing taxation—in fact, he would be 
| able to make substantial remissions, and 
The Prime 
Minister had recently deprecated the 
annual review of this subject. It was 
easy to understand that he should take 
that view, as it could not be a pleasant 
matter for contemplation to the right 
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues. It 
was doubtful whether in the whole 
history of the relations between civilised 
nations there was any parallel for such 
a state of things. 

Re proposed, first of all, to deal with the 
question from a historical point of view, 
and he would take three different periods, 
the first of which wasanteriortothe Union. 
Ireland once had a Parliament of her 
own, and those were halcyon days for 
Ireland. In those days the taxes of 
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Ireland were light, and certainly not 
more than about 3s, 6d. per head of the 
population, but now they amounted to 
£2 4s. 6d. per head. The National Debt 
in those days was 
amounting in 1783 to less than 
£2,000,000 ; and as a consequence Ire- 
land was able to pay her way among 
the nations of the earth without the 
least difficulty. But this happy state of 
things did not suit certain so-called 
statesmen in this country, statesmen of 
the school whose fatuous policy a short 


time betore had lost to England 
one of her most promising colonial 
possessions. The «agent provocuteur was 


set to work, the Sergeant Sheridans 
of those days were set to work in 
Ireland, and the result was the disturb- 
ances which culminated in the rebellion 
of 1798. That served as the pretext for 
two objects—in the first place for a 
political union with England; and in 
the second place for a not less disastrous 
fiscal union with this country. They all 
knew what those two Unions had done 
for Ireland. It was said that the tree 
was known by its fruit; and by its 
results let the Union be judged. What 
were the results? One paragraph in the 
historic Report which had been referred 
to stated that during the sixteen years 
which immediately followed the Union 
the debts and the taxes of Ireland were 
quadrupled, and Ireland was on the 
verge of bankruptcy. 
was a bad record of sixteen years of 
British rule in Ireland. 

He would leave that point and ad- 
vance to the second historic period trom 
which he wished to view this question, 
namely, the middle of the nineteenth 
century. At that time Ireland lay weak 
and prostrate from the effects of a 
terrible famine. So desperate was her 
position that a great Irishman, who 
afterwards beeame one of our most dis- 
tinguished colonial premiers, retired from 
his country in despair, leaving her, as he 
said, like a corpse on the dissecting table. 
Fancy English rule in Ireland being de- 
scribed as like a corpse on the dissecting 
table! Incredible as it might seem to any 
man who was not familiar with English 
methods and the spirit of English rule 
in Ireland, this was the time that 
Ministers in this country selected to im- 
pose a double incubus upon Ireland in 
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addition to the incubus that was already 


crushing her to death. Here was a 
tragic picture of a _ nation being 
mercilessly and callously bled to 
death—-for what else was it? Just in 
the same way, Irish _ industries 
were extinguished some sixty years 


ago. Industries were the bread of the 
country, and just as they had extinguished 
Irish industries to the injury of the men 
and women of Ireland who were its flesh 
and life, so now this country had fixed its 
tentacles on Ireland, and from every vein, 
from every artery, and from every pore 
they were sucking her blood, And what 
a hideous, wasted wreck they had left 
behind! The wonder was that there wasany 
Irish nation left at all today. And were 
it not for the mercy of that Power which 
watches over the destiny of nations, there 
would have been no Ireland at all to- 
day. It had often occurred to him what 
language would have been used in this 
country if these things had been done 
by another nation. How the English 
blood would have boiled with honest 
indignation, and how they would have 
raised their eyes to Heaven in pious 
horror at the iniquity of the wrong-doer! 
And yet this country, year in and 
year out, generation after generation, 
Ministry after Ministry, went on per- 
petrating one of the cruellest and foulest 
wrongs that had ever stained the record 
of a nation. 

He would now advance to the third 
period, and deal with the present time. 
What was the finding of the Royal Com- 
mission which sat in the year 18947 In 
one of the paragraphs of that Report it 
stated, as well as he could remember it, 
that, taking the basis established by the 
joint Report, the taxation of Ireland in 
that year, instead of being £7,000,000 
odd, would have been very nearly 
£3,000,000 less. There was a paragraph 
in the joint Report which he would read 
to the House. The words used in tie 
Report were— 

** That, whilst the actval taxation revenue of 
Ireland is about one-eleventh that of Great 
3ritain, the relative taxable capacity of Ireland 
is very much smaller, and is not estimated by 
any of us as exceeding one-twentieth.” 

Did the House and this country realise 
the significance of this short but momentous 
~~ He really believed that 
they did not. Certainly they never could 
have realised it in the past, for had they 
done so it would have been impossible to 
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delay the remedying of this injustice for 
one single day. What did that paragraph 


mean ? It meant four short, simple words. | 


It meant “caught in the act.” It meant 
caught in the act of robbing Ireland. 
He differed from his hon. friend the 
Member for North Dublin upon this point, 
for he thought that the remedy could not 
be delayed, and it would have to be found 
in the near future. It was impossible 
for the Government to continue its policy 
of burying its head in the sands of politics. 
He would rather be a crossing-sweeper 
earning an honest wage of 10s. a week 
than be sitting on the Treasury Bench 
and earning, or pretending to earn, a salary 
of £5,000 a vear under the circumstances 
under which right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite drew their salaries. It had been 
a standing subject of wonder with him 
how any men of common honour or 
honesty could remain members of all 
these successive Governments, and make 
themselves parties to, and participators in, 
this gross act of injustice to Ireland by 
refusing to redress it. The explanation 
ot this phenomenon was given by 
his hon. friend the Member _ for 
North Cork in this House when they 
obtained the final concession from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer a short 
time ago. He feared very much that 
there was no public conscience in this 
House, and that there was no moral 
sense on the Treasury Bench. They 
were governed in the House of Commons, 
and, he feared, in this country by one 
influence, and one influence alone, and 
that was expediency. Today the Govern- 
ment had their majority of 150, and yet 
their ears were deaf tothe voice of 
Ireland. [A NATIONALIST MEMBER: 
They are not sitting here now.] He 
did not care, and they could stay away 
if they liked, for it did not matter much 
about the dead-heads who usually filled 
the Benches opposite. In a few years 
time, when the present Government 
returned to power with a majority 
reduced to fifty or sixty, thenthey would 
suddenly wake up to the justice and 
reasonableness of Irish demands. 

He had never had the advantage of hear- 
ingtheright hon.GentlemantheChancellor 
of the. Exchequer’s reply to an irish case, 
nor had he ever read a speech by him or 
by anybody else, either for or against, 


upon this question. Therefore, he was 
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at a disadvantage to know what his case 
'might be. He had, however, read the 
Reports of the Royal Commission, and he 
knew that two or three of the distin- 
guished gentleman who constituted that 
Commission cut themselves off from their 
colleagues, and issued a separate Keport 


in favour of the side of the right 
hon. Gentleman. From those Reports, 
and from the speech of his hon. 


friend who spoke before him, he had 
managed to deduce some of the so- 
called arguments against the Irish case. 
One of the tests of the taxable capacity 
of Ireland, referred to in the joint 
Report of the Commission, was that 
based upon the assessment of income 
tax. Sir Thomas Sutherland, who 
issued a separate Report, stated that 
he could not see his way to accept 
this test. It was accepted by Sir 
Robert Giffen and Sir David Barbour. 
These gentlemen also brought forward 
the argument that wealth was not a 
standard under the British system of 
taxation. No, it was not: and that 
showed the rottenness of the system. 
Sir Thomas Sunderland did not see that 
in making that admission he was saying 
that their system of taxation violated one 
of the fundamental principles of any just 
and equitable system of taxation. What 
was that principle? Why, thatthe burden 
to be borne should be proportioned and 
adapted to the strength of the bearer. 
The sooner they made comparative wealth 
the standard of taxation the better, tor 
some day the democracy of this country 
would wake up. They were blind now, 


but the scales would fall irom their 
eyes, and they would see what fools 
they were. In the last three years 


something like twelve additional taxes 
had been put on, and in each case the 
tax fell on the workers. No fresh 
‘imposts had been put on the landlords. 


This additional taxation had arisen 
mainly through wars in which this 
country had been engaged. What 


concern had the people of Ireland in 
these wars | What interest had they in 
‘the wars which were waged a century 
ago! England derived benefit from wars 
in the way of new territory, giving new 
homes for her surplus population, and 
| providing new markets for her surplus 
products. They added new lustre, 
and possibly new infamy, to the name 
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of this country. But in none’ spent in buying the loyalty of a section 
of these respects did Ireland gain. of the people of Ireland. In a word, it 
When the irish people sought a was spent in buttressing up the tottering 
new home, they preferred to do/ fabric of British rule in Lreland, for tot- 


so in a land over which tloated not the 
Union Jack, but the free flag of the 
United States. Therefore it was perfectly 
monstrous that when the Irish derived no 
henetit from those wars they should be 
asked to share in the cost. 


He 
and it 


would mention 
was a very 

of the contemptible arguments with 
which the Irish case was met. The 
Report of the Commission said that there 
were certain taxes which Ireland did not 
pay: but what did they amount to? These 
taxes only amounted to a miserable and 
beggarly four millions a year. These were 
the phantom exemptions they had under 
the Union. Another argument, mentioned 
incidentally by the hon. Member for North 
Dublin, was the geographical unit argu- 
ment. It was said——-“ Oh! other parts 
of Great Britain suffer from the same 
injustice as certain parts of Ireland.” Did 
two wrongs inake one right? It had been 
well pointed out that the people who 
suffered injustice in this country had no 
treaty. Ireland had a treaty with Great 
Britain. What did this Parliament care 
about treaties! When a treaty suited 
them it was an inviolable document, but 
when it did not suit them it was waste 
paper. So much for English morality. 
The set-off argument was used that 
if Ireland was overtaxed the money 
was given back. The true question in 
this case was not whether the money 
was given but whether too 
much was being spent on the govern- 
ment of Ireland, having regard to the 
resources of the country. He denied 
that the expenditure on Ireland, except 
with regard possibly to an infinitesimal 
fraction of it, was spent for the good of 
the people of Ireland. It was spent in 
paying inflated salaries to their guondam 
political henchmen now seated on the 
judicial bench in Ireland. It was spent 
in paying the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land double the salary the Common. 
wealth of Australia was willing to allow 
to the official representative of this 
country out there. [t was spent in 
maintaining an utterly disproportionate 
force of police in Ireland, whose chief 
business was to squeeze impossible rents 
out of a starving peasantry. It 


Mr. M‘Kean. 


another point, 


good illustration 


hack, 


was 
‘ 


tering to its fall he was glad to say it 
was. Ii this House refused to redress 
these grievances, it was a fraud and a 
sham. Did they think that the Power 
that watched over and weighed so care- 
tully the acts of men was indifferent to 
the actions and obligations of nations ? 
He believed the moral code that bound 
individuals was binding also on nations. 
He believed that the penalty of national 
wrong-doing was national decay, decre- 
pitude, and demoralisation—and of that 
there had been some evidence in the last 
year in this country—and, finally, 
national death. What he said to the 
Government was this—See if the hand- 
writing is not already on the wall. 
(2.26.) 


*(3.0.) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 


said that there were many contrasts 
between the Irish debate today and 
the debate on the previous day. They 


were now discussing matters relating to 
figures in a much quieter atmosphere. 
In the very able speech in which the 
Chief Secretary yesterday declared him- 
self unable to make the reforms he was 
asked to make, he founded his refusal on 
the tear of lawlessness in Ireland. ‘There 
was no lawlessness connected with the 
agitation they were now discussing. 
There were no difficulties of that kind 
to embarrass the administration, and on 
that ground it deserved more considera- 
tion from the Government than it had 
received. At any rate, the traditional 
excuse was not available on that occasion. 
They were discussing the question today 
with considerable advantages. In the 
first placea great deal of information on 
the subject had been acquired since it 
was first mentioned many years ago in 
the House; and that enabled them to 
avoid repeating constantly what he 
might call the historical part of the ease. 
That was very ably stated, so far as was 
necessary, by the hon. Gentleman who 
opened the debate. He himself was 
sceptical of any appeal addressed to the 
House which was based on history. The 
House was the Assembly governing the 
country at the present moment; and 
would, he thought, be influenced more 











IQ 


ion 
jy at 
ing 
Lot- 
v it 
ress 
la 
wer 
ure- 
, to 
ns ? 
Ind 
Ns, 
nal 
CT e- 
hat 
last 
lly, 
the 
nd- 
all. 


WW.) 
ists 
und 
hey 


4 to 


the 
im- 
vas 

on 
ere 
the 
ng. 
nd 
on 


lad 
nial 
mn. 
ay 
. 
he 
on 


in 
to 
he 


“as 
ho 
fas 
he 
he 
he 
nd 


re 








almost describe as ferocious. 


1293 Financial Relations— {25 JULY 1902} 
by argument touching the existing 
situation. To help them to understand 


the situation, two Returns had been 
‘distributed by the Government within 
the last few weeks ; and the Irish Party 
had alse distributed a paper which 
showed exactly what the present situa- 
tion was, looked at from the Irish stand- 
point. The existence of these papers 
made it unnecessary to repeat figures 
which would be tedious to the House. 
The broad facts were well known: and 
hon. Members could form a judgment 
for themselves. Ireland was a country 
taxed by strangers—he did not use the 
term in any offensive sense. He believed 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
friendly disposed towards Ireland ; but, 
nevertheless, every tax imposed in 
Ireland was imposed by men who were 
mot representatives of Ireland, and who 
gave little heed to the condition of things 
in that country. The country was taxed 
by strangers to it ; and, in the matter of 
taxation, not the slightest heed was paid 
to anything that was said by its consti- 
tutional representatives in the House. 
That was a most extraordinary, almost 
an appalling situation. 
historical crises in this country had 
arisen out of situations such as that. 
There was no constitutional principle 
more firmly grounded than that taxation 
should be by representation. But the 
ease of Ireland was a worse evil than 


had abundant representation 
‘House of Commons, and yet all the 
pleadings of her representatives with 
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imposition of new burdens, the yield of 
which was constantly diminishing. He 
thought that there was no situation in 
any other country in the world like that. 
It might be said that taxation was 
increasing in Great Britain; but there 
was no parallel between the two countries. 
In Great Britain taxation was increasing, 


and the yield was _ increasing. 
The population and the necessity 
for taxation were also increasing 


in Great Britain; but none of these 


‘things were occurring in Ireland; 
‘and, therefore, there was no_ strict 
parallel between the two countries. 


All the great | 


The best means of summing up the 
situation would be to quote certain 
words spoken by the present Prime 
Minister four years ago. He replied for 
the Government to the case made for 
Ireland in June 1898, and his answer 
was printed and circulated by the 
Central Conservative Office. He said— 

“These figures when worked out on the 
hypothesis that the Local Government Bill will 
be in operation, and that the expenditure and 
the true revenue are the same as they are in 
the present year, show that there is no griev- 
ance.” 

The Local Government Act was now 
in operation; the expenditure remained 
the same; but the revenue had totally 
altered. The revenue was the burden, 
and it had been increased by no less 
than £2,500,000 in the present year. 


: ‘ 1 The whole defence of the Prime Minister 
taxation without representation. Ireland | 


in the! 


regard to this question were absolutely | 


set aside, and the country was taxed by 
others who had no eonstitutional claim 
to talk in her behalf. That was a very 
striking situation. Another point was 
that when the taxation itself was 
examined they found that the amount 
of the taxes was growing very rapidly, 
while the yield of every tax in proportion 
was growing less. 
striking fact. 
secured ? It was secured by putting on 
new burdens in a way which he might 
Thus, they 
had a situation in which a huge amount 
was being reaped out of a poor country, 


That was also a very | 
How was that anomaly | 


was that the then existing figures should 
continue; but they had not continued, 
and nearly 30 per cent. more was now 
taken out of the country than at the 
time the Prime Minister used the words 
he had quoted. These words indicated 
that the Prime Minister thought the 
taxation was then sufficiently high, and 
he thought the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would not repudiate that view. 
The Prime Minister on the oceasion 
referred to went on to say that Ireland 
because of her depression was an object 
of British generosity and benevolence. 
Where was the generosity or the 
benevolence? Theright hon. Gentleman 
further said that anything for the pro- 


| motion of Irish industries or the diminu- 


iby the House 


against the representations of her legally | 
elected Members ; 
constantly increased owing to the 


that amount being | 
fore, in asking the Prime Minister, now 


tion of Irish distress should be considered 
apart from any nice 
calculations as to what was done else- 
where. Were they not justified, there- 
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that he had the power, to fulfil his de- 
finite promises! The situation was 
grave, and anything in the direction of 
amelioration should be done immediately. 

What were the effects produced in 
Ireland? Some of them were very ex- 
traordinary. There was one effect which 
ought to be thought over by constitu- 
tional gentlemen especially on the other 
side of the House. All the patronage of 
the Crown in Ireland went to the 
minority instead of to the majority. 
That was a situation which did not exist 
in any other country in the world; but 
it had been in existence in [reland for 
generations, and was full of danger. The 
minority in Lreland was as 1 to 4; per- 
haps in the matter of taxation it was 
even smaller ; it was against the national 
claim and the national religion; yet it 
enjoyed all the patronage; and huge and 
constantly increasing sums of money 
were passing through its hands and into 
its pockets. He tried to make a caleula- 
tion, and he found that in 1895 the 
minority in Ireland was represented in 
this House by eighteen gentlemen. 
Twelve of that number were now enjoy- 
ing £40,000 a year from the State; and 
if he included the House of Lords the 
result would be that it would be found 
that a small group, not exceeding twenty, 
of the minority in Ireland were taking 
£60,000 a vear from the State. It was 
very hard in a situation of that kind to 
keep ont corruption; and he did not 
think it was kept out. He did not un- 
derstand why the natural order of things 
which existed in every country in the 
world should be turned upside down 
in Ireland. 

The continued depopulation of Ireland 


was often mentioned in this House, but he | 


was afraid that English gentlemen had 
got into the way of thinking that that 
was a chronic state of affairs which could 
not be remedied. That matter ought to 
be especially considered this year, because 
the population Returns for Ireland were 
being issued, and they were of a most 
appalling character. There was an official 
tendency in Ireland to minimise the evil, 
but they now had the correct statement 
through the census Returns, which showed 
that there was a tremendous decline in 
the population which had no parallel in 
any country in the world. In 1845 the 
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;population of Great Britain was 19-4 


millions, now it was thirty-seven millions, 
The population of Ireland had been halved 
during the period, while the population 
of Great Britain had been doubled. In 
Australia and Canada the population had 
also doubled; and even in Denmark, 
which was a purely agricultural country, 
depending on exactly the same resources 
as Ireland, the population had _ slightly 
increased. In France the population had. 
increased by four millions, although Alsace 
and Lorraine had been cut away. Italy 
had increased from nineteen millions to 
thirty-two millions; Russia, including 
Poland, from fifty-five millions to one 
hundred and thirty-seven millions, and 
Poland itself had increased rather more 
than the general average. Even Spain 
had increased from 14°2 millions to nine- 
teen millions. It was sometimes said, 
however, that although the population 
of Ireland was decreasing, the condition 
of the remnant was improving. He had 
always questioned that. It would have 
been thought that if the population were 
falling so much, the unhealthy conditions 
of life which existed in England would 
not exist in Ireland. The census re- 
turns, however, showed a most disgrace- 
ful picture of over-crowding. In Kerry, 
with a total population of 193,000, there 
were no less than 3,074 tenements of one 
room, with more than two persons in 
each. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
seems to be discussing this matter rather 
beyond the limits of the question. The 
fact of the decreasing popuiation of 
Ireland may be material to the issue, but 
the hon. Member will not be in order in 
giving detailed statistics as to the popula 
tion of Ireland and of other countries. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he accepted the 
ruling, but it was a little difficult to dis- 
cuss the question, because it might be 
said that none of the bad conditions he 
had mentioned arose from over taxa- 


tion. In every county in Ireland, but 


particularly in Dublin, there was a dis- 
graceful condition of over-crowding, 
which seemed to be evidence of great 
poverty ; and that evil might be cured 
if some of the great wealth taken 
out of the country annually were de- 
voted to it. Statistics in regard to 


population of Ireland was 8-3 millions, | agrioulture also showed a very bad con- 


now it was 4°4 millions. 


Mr, Lough, 


In 1845 the | ditiog of things. There was a great want 
: 








1296 


19-4 
ons, 
ved 
tion 
In 
had 
ark, 
try, 
rces 
tly 
had, 
ace 
aly 
to 
ing. 
ne 
ind) 
ore 
un 
ne- 
id, 








1297 Financial Relations— 
of capital throughout the country ; 
30,000 acres of land went out of cultiva- 
tion last year; whereas there was an 
increase in the land going into grass and 
the land relapsing to waste bog and 
mountain. It seemed to him that the 
facts that he had mentioned showed 
that there was asad condition of poverty, 
and that poverty could not be cured by 
paying each year a million or a half a 
million or some large sum out of the 
Exchequer. 


If the question was looked at from 
any of the standpoints which he had 
mentioned it showed that there was a 
very grave situation to be dealt with ; 
and it there was a real difficulty surely 
something might be done; some steps of 
a remedial nature might be taken. He 
would, therefore, make a few suggestions 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
ifthe right hon. Gentleman could give 
any promise to the House in regard to 
them they would be very thankfully 
received. He would not give his own 
remedies for the present condition of 
things, because they might be thought to 
be too violent. The first suggestion he 
would make was that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer should take steps to give 
the actual figures of the exports and 
imports of Ireland. The whole collect- 
tion of taxation at present rested upon 
estimates. It was a terrible thing that 
they could not have the truth—the 
actual figures—upon which reliance 
could be placed. Ireland was the only 
country in the world which was deprived 
of these figures. Wales knew the 
quantity of coal and iron she exported, 
and butter was to Ireland what coal was 
to Wales. There was no reason why 
these figures should be refused. He 
appealed to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that the actual figures 
should be given, and then they need no 
longer rely upon estimates. He did not 
think Ireland got her fair share of the 
grant for technical education, and that 
Was a matter that should be considered. 
Ireland could not accept the dictum that 
no equivalent grant could be given to 
her when a large sum for education had 
been granted to England. He recom- 
mended an amalgamation and improve 
ment of the numerous small railways in 
Ireland. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER said the _ hon. 
Member was now discussing the whole 
economic condition of Ireland and the 
remedy for every grievance. The ques- 
tion before the House was the financial 
relations. 


*Mr. LOUGH said that he had only 
desired to suggest a few methods by 
which the financial grievance might be 
ameliorated, and he had finished his 
suggestions. He would therefore con- 
clude by recalling to the memory of the 
House an expression used by the Prime 
Minister at Fulham 

“The future of the Transvaal would show 

what British ideas of liberty, British ideas of 
Colonial self-government, and British purity of 
administration could do to amalgamate races, to 
bury ancient feuds and to make of South Africa 
what we have made of so many other portions 
of the world—repetitions of those free institu- 
tions under which we and our fathers have so 
long and so happily lived.” 
It seemed hard that, while these expres- 
sions were being used of the Transvaal, 
a community so near shouid have to 
come to Parliament and make such com- 
plaints as those to which they had 
listened that day. 


(3.30.) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee) said it would be admitted that 
the appearance of the House did not 
redound to its credit. They were deal- 
ing with great constitutional questions 
of paramount importance, and the con- 
dition of the House was symptomatic of 
a general tendency to evade the problems 
presented by the financial condition of 
the country. He spoke for himself only 
on this question. Some items of Imperial 
expenditure in Ireland he did not regard 
as chargeable to Ireland at all. He dis- 
agreed with hon. Members from Ireland 
who did not think the Navy a benefit to 
[reland. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We 
have nothing left worth stealing. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: But 
he would make this concession to them. 
He would say that Ireland was no more 
chargeable with the Imperial expenditure 
on the Navy on moral grounds than 
Canada or Australia. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
Less. 








1299 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : 


their full quota was drawn for naval 
expenditure, while nothing was taken 
from the Colonies, which were richer, or 
as rich, as Ireland. The first thing that 
was beyond doubt was that the Com- 
mission which reported on this subject 
of financial relations some years ago, 
declared that undoubtedly the taxable 
capacity of Ireland in comparison with 
that of Great Britain was not greater 
than one to twenty, while at that time 
the taxation revenue raised in Ireland 
was as one to eleven. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had said that things had 
altered for the better, and that it had 
come down in recent years to one to 
fifteen. But that was still a remarkable 
discrepancy which ought to have attracted 
more attention. It was, however, equally 
beyond doubt that no individual in Ire- 
land paid in taxation a farthing more than 
if he were living in England. 
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THE EX- 
BeacH, 


*THe CHANCELLOR 
CHEQUER (Sir M. 
Bristol, W.): Less. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes; if he keeps 
a carriage and a manservant. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
the one fact that Ireland as a separate 
financial entity was contributing far 
more than this country, and the other 
fact that no man was taxed more in 
Ireland than he would be in England, 
constituted together the paradox of the 
present financial situation. But this 
must be true; that if every individual 
tax payer in Great Britain and Ireland 
were taxed exactly in proportion to his 
taxable capacity, there would be complete 
equality of taxation between the two 
countries, even regarding them as separate 
entities. The situation would be greatly 
changed, and the complaint would be 
removed, if they could adjust the taxa- 
tion of individuals so that each indi- 
vidual would be exactly taxed according 
to his capacity. There was no such 
individual taxation either in Great 
Britain or Ireland. His ideal tax was 
that each should be taxed according to 
his capacity to pay, and that all taxation 
should be direct, but if such a thing was 
proposed the very men who would gain 
most would rise in rebellion. It was in- 
direct taxation which had this inevitable 


OF 
Hicks 
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result of individual inequality. and which 
worked out and remained as an inequality 
between the two countries. Both in 
Great Britain and in Ireland the burden 
of this inevitable inequality fell upon 
the poorest of the poor. The evil had 
been intensified by the financial policy 
of which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had made himself the exponent, the 
policy which was called broadening of 
the basis of taxation. That meant the 
increase of indirect taxation, and every 
increase of indirect taxation added to the 
evil. His main point was that though 
they were supposed to be dealing with 
an Irish case, it was not exclusively Irish 
and ought not to be so regarded. He 
admitted that the grievance had been 
proved, and he would vote for the Resolu- 
tion, if only as an expression of his belief 
that a state of things had been proved 
which did, in some sort of way, demand 


the attention of the House and the 
country. But Irish Members had been 


content to prove the grievance without 
propounding any remedy themselves. 


Mer. T. M. HEALY: We should not be 
listened to. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said the 
hon. and learned Gentleman was not 
doing himself justice. He should like to 
know what it was the Irish Members 
would ask him to vote for in consequence 
of supporting this Resolution? He was 
not going to rush in where Irish Members, 
he would not say had feared to tread, 
but had avoided treading ; but he wanted 
to make some suggestions as to the con- 
ditions which seemed to him to be 
required in regard to any remedy that 
might be proposed. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would support him when 
he said he did not think any remedy 
was admissible which would involve 
financial confusion between Great Britain 
and Ireland. He did notthink anything 
in the nature of separate customs, for 
instance, was admissible which might 
redress the balance of taxation and yet 
not remedy the individual grievance. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What about the 
Channel Islands and the Isle of Man? 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : They 
are de minimis. We might abolish the 
income tax in Ireland, and so redress 
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the balance of taxation; but he did not 
suppose that the Members for Ireland 
wanted that. 


ak. T. M. HEALY: Yes, we do. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
he did not see how the poor of Ireland 
were to gain by the abolition 
the income tax, although its abolition 
would redress the mere financial inequality 
that now existed between the two 


ot 





— 


countries. He did not think, either, that 
any remedy would be right which, 
although redressing the financial balance, 
would aggravate the evils that existed in 
Great Britain—he meant advances made 
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for Irish purposes involving an increase 
in indirect taxation upon the poor of this 
ountry. What, then, was to be done ? 
He did not say this would be a complete 
remedy, but it would be a beginning, at 
all events—the establishment of what he 
would call a genuine system of demo- 
cratic finance for Great Britain as well 
as for Ireland. There would be involved 
in that, to begin with, the seizure of all 
monopoly values, vast in their 
iunount, which were suffered to exist in 
oth countries, and through them. relieve 
indirect taxation. The poor in Great 
Britain suffered under the present system 
enormously, and they were entitled to 
redress, in some shape, for the inevitable 
injustice that followed from the system 
under which they were taxed at the 
present moment. He would appeal to 
the hon. Members for Lreland, in urging 
the admitted grievance from which they 
suffered, not to separate themselves from 
the people of Great Britain, who also 
suffered under the same grievance. 


the 


*(3.52.) Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
In the speech which the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Dublin addressed to 
the House in moving this Resolution, 
he almost apologised for his inability to 
throw any new light upon this long- 
discussed subject. But he made one 
observation in that speech in regard 
to myself, to which I would venture to 
demur. He accused me of, apparently, 


treating all those distinguished Lrishmen 
who at present, or in past times, have 
differed: from my view of this great 
subject as either fools or frauds. That 
is never the position I have taken up. 
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I admit that we approach this question 
from an absolutely different point of 
view, but I have tried, throughout the 
years it has been my duty to deal with 
it, to deal with it according to my 
honest convictions; and I give them 


credit for doing the same. But it 
is clear that Irish opinion has not 
been satisfied by the speech which 


has just been delivered. Far be it from 
me to suggest that the hon. Member 
for Dundee can be ranked either 
among fools or frauds—very much the 
contrary. He has spoken his mind 
freely and honestly; but the chilling 
silence with which his remarks were 
received on the benches below the gang- 
way, and the open dissent of so influential 
a Member of the House as the hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth to his 
suggestion that the income tax ought not 
to be repealed in Ireland, on the ground, 
[ suppose, that there are professional 
classes in that country whose interests 
are to be considered, well the 
interests of the poor, I think must have 
convinced him that, at any rate, he did 
not appreciate the Irish view of ths ques- 
tion, and that he had rushed in, in his 
proposal of remedies, where Irishmen 
feared to tread. The hon. Member for 
Dundee has treated this question from an 
entirely different point of view from that 
from which it has usually been debated 
in this House. It has been debated 
here as an Irish question, and as an 
Irish question only. I do not say for 
a moment that there is not a good deal 
worthy of consideration in his remarks ; 
but I entirely dissent trom his con- 
clusion that our present system of 
taxation requires a democratic reform, 
and that in Great Britain the classes 
who pay indirect taxation are so suffer- 
ing as to be entitled to large redress 
in the matter. 

I have always felt extreme difhiculty 
in arguing this matter as against 
hon. Members from Ireland, because 
1 entirely differ from their view of 
history with regard to it. Take 
the view which has been expressed 
to-day, and on previous occasions, by 
the hon. Member for North Dublin 
as to the character of the Act ot Union. 
This Act has been described by him and 
by other hon. Members below the gang- 
way as a fraud. We have heard often 


as 


as 
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enough that it has no binding authority 
upon them, and we know perfectly well 
that it never prevented, for a moment, 
Irish Members in past years from 


supporting, for example, such a 
breach of it as the  Disestablish- 
ment and the Disendowment of the 


Irish Church any more than it prevents 
their successors now from supporting, 
as they steadfastly support, Home Rule 
for Ireland, without thé slightest regard 


to the opinion of Great Britain 
upon that subject. 1 think the 
position of hon. Members for Ire- 


land on this matter was very fairly 
summed up last session by the hon. 
Member for the Scotland Division of 
Liverpoo!, when he said they could tear 
up the Act of Union without doing any 
particular wrong, but that England is 
bound in no way to weaken it to the detri- 
ment of Ireland. That would indeed be a 
one-sided bargain. [An IRISH Member: A 
foreed bargain.| That is not my view of 
it. | wish to deal withit to-day, as I have 
always dealt with it, as a fair bargain 
between the two Parliaments and the 
two countries, and I find, as I have 
always found, that I cannot interpret the 
financial provisions of the Act of Union 
inthe same way as the hon. Member 
for North Dublin. The hon. Member for 
North Dublin told us today that the pre- 
sent system © f equal taxation was,in his 
mind, a violation of the Act of Union, 
and that, under that Act, Ireland was 
entitled to a separate system of taxa- 
tion, to be always continued subject 
to revision from time to time according 
to the taxable capacities of the two coun- 
tries. But that is absolutely and diametri- 
cally opposed to my reading, or, I think, to 
any fair reading, of the Act of Union. 
That Act, from my point of view, 
distinctly contemplated a separate system 
of taxation as a temporary matter, and 
was intended to pave the way to a com- 
mon system of taxation for the two king- 
doms, under which every individual, 
whether English, Scottish, or Irish, should 
be liable to the same taxes wherever he 
might live, subject only to the celebrated 
proviso as to exemptions and abatements. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman quote a single expression 
from the authors of that Act to that 
effect ? 

Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
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*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: I take the 
Act itself, from which it is perfectly clear 
that upon the fulfilment of certain 
conditions, the separate system of taxa- 
tion and the separate exchequers, con- 
tinued in the first instance as the relies of 
a different political system, were to be 
abolished. Well, the conditions were 
fulfilled. [‘ Not at all.”] I do not think 
that hon. Members will improve the fair 
discussion of this question, even from 
their point of view, by these perpetual 
references to what they call fraud and 
robbery. Let us at any rate try to credit 
each other with an attempt at hozest 
dealing. The conditions were admitted to 
be fulfilled in 1817, in which year, with 
the assent of the representatives of Ire- 
land in the House of Commons at the 
time, the system of separate exchequers 
was abolished and a system of a common 
exchequer established. 

Now, I know perfectly well that the 
hon. Member for North Dublin and those 
who agree with him on this question will 
say that the Irish Members of that day, 
hefore the passing of Catholic Emanecipa- 
tion, had no right to act on behalf of their 
country, and that their action is practi- 
cally void. 


Mr. CLANCY: The right hon. Gentle- 
man is not correct in his representation 
of my argument. My argument, both 
last year and today was that one of these 
conditions, viz., as to the circumstances 
of the two countries being similar has 
never been fulfilled. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 
matter of opinion. It is the fact that they 
were considered to be fulfilled in 1817, 
and the only answer to the argument that 
I have ever heard is that the [rish 
Members of that day had no right to act 
on behalf of their country. But the 
Irish representatives of that day, in the 
exercise Of their constitutional powers, 
had as good a right to act on behalf 
of the country as the Irish representa- 
tives of today. [*No, no”] It would 
be as illogical to contend fifty years 
hence, after, possibly, all kinds of changes 
in popular representation have taken 
place, perhaps after female suffrage has 
been established, or other great changes in 
the franchise have made the conditions ot 
representation wholly different from what 
they are now—it would be as absurd to 
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contend that the Irish representatives of 
today had not the right to speak for 
Ireland now because of the changes 
aiterwards made in the system of repre- 
sentation as it is to say now that the 
Irish representatives of 1817 had not a 
right to act for Ireland then because 
Catholic Emancipation was not passed 
until twelve years later. That, at any 
rate, is my view of the facts of 1817. 
Since that time there has been estab- 
lished gradually, no doubt, as between 
the two kingdoms, this equal system of 
taxation to which I have already alluded, 
ind which, in my belief, is in itself the 
fairest system of taxation that could be 
instituted for the two countries. Now, 
of course, we have heard a great deal 
from time to time—less today, | think, 
than usual—as to the effect of the Report 
of the Royal Commission of 1894. I 
think the hon. Member claims some- 
what too much for that Report in the 
terms of his motion today. The Com- 
mission did not report that Ireland was 
yertaxed; the Commissioners did not 
get halfway in the solution of the ques- 
tion referred tothem. The Commissioners 
lid not deal for a moment with the 
question of the expenditure of the 
taxation, whether in Ireland or for 
lnperial purposes, which obviously to 
any one reading the reference to the Com- 
mission, formed as important a part of 
the subject in the minds of those who 
appointed the Commission as_ the 
juestion of the taxable capacity of the 
two countries. When the hon. Member 
br Dundee commented on the sparse 
attendance here today, I could not help 
thinking that that, to a great extent, 
might have been due to the fact that 
this Report of the Royal Commission, of 
which so much has been made, cannot 
be, and never has been, accepted by those 
who view the question from a Unionist, 
rather than a Separatist, point of view 
a’ in any way dealing with the great 
subject ot taxation in the two kingdoms. 
It stopped half way, or less than half 
way, even if you look at it as a mode of 
olving the question of proper taxation 
ofthe two countries under a system of 
Home Ruie. It had nothing whatever 
to do with the present system of taxation, 
which is the only practical system to my 
mind under our present system of 
Political union. J think, therefore, that 
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excessive importance has been attached 
to the Report of the Commission by 
hon. Members below the gangway 
opposite. Something has been said to- 
day—a good deal by the hon. Member 
for Islington—about the present posi- 
tion as compared with that which 
existed at the date of the Report. 1 
am disposed to agree with him that we 
shall do no good in this discussion by 
dwelling on the time, more than a 
hundred years ago, when the taxation 
and the debt of Ireland were alike small, 
when the expenditure was small, and when 
similar circumstances no doubt existed 
in England and Scotland; nor is it of 
much practical use to discuss the meaning 
and intention of the Act of Union or 
even the Report of the Royal Commission. 
I think the hon. Member for West 
Islington preferred to dwell rather ou 
what had occurred since the Com- 
mission reported and on the growth 
of taxation in Ireland since that date. 





Mr. LOUGH: Only because I have 
referred to the other before. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: There was 
a rather remarkable paper circulated to 
Members two days ago by the Irish 
Parliamentary Party, which, I think. 
bears evidence on it of the authorship of 
the hon. Member for West Islington. I do 
not at all blame him for putting the case 
forward from his point of view, not 
do I, for a moment, venture to criti- 
cise the Irish Parliamentary Party 
for accepting his figures; but I wish 
to deal with the statements in that 
paper, for I do not think thev by any 
means fairly represent the facts of the case. 
In the first place, we are told that the 
facts brought to light by the Royal 
Commission “fade into insignificance 
when compared with the results in the 
years which have since elapsed,” and that 
“seeing the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion alleged that the over-taxation of 
Ireland in 1893-94 amounted to nearly 
£3,000,000 a year, it is surely remark- 
able that during the succeeding ten 
years instead of any relief being given 
£3,000,000 more should have — been 
added to the burdens of a rapidly declin- 
ing population.” I do not think that 
represents the position. £3,000,000 
more have not been added to the burdens 
of a rapidly declining population. 
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Mr. LOUGH: Including this year. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: I thought I 
recognised the authorship. The hon. 
Member has made an estimate of the 
vield of taxation in Ireland this year 
with which I entirely disagree. I was 
unwise enough last year in debating this 
question to put before the House com- 


parative Estimates for Ireland and 
Great Britain for the year that has 
just concluded. I was unwise, _ be- 


cause my Estimates were falsified by 
results, some taxes pre ducing more, some 
less. It is very much better to deal with 
the matter on the basis of ascertained 
facts than on the anticipations of the 


vield of taxation. Now, I take the 
facts for 1901-02, which ere before the 
House, and what do I find? It is 
said that the position has changed 


for the worse since the date of the Report 
of the Royal Commission. I exclude 
non-tax revenue from the calculation, for 
it has nothing to do with the question— 
except so far as this, that the postal 
service, which is the principal source of 
non-tax revenue in this country, costs 
more in Ireland than is received from 


it. In 1893-94 the total Irish revenue 
trom taxation was £6,644,000 in 
1901-02 it was £8,712,000, an in- 


crease of £2,068,000 in Irish taxation, 
which I admit is large. But what was 
the in Great Britain ! 
revenue of the United Kingdom from 
taxation in 1893-94 was £82,439,000: 
in 1901-02 it was £130,199,000 an in- 
crease otf £47,760,000. The Irish increase 
was 4°33 per cent. of the total increase of 
the United Kingdom, less than the 5 per 
cent. which, according to the much- 
quoted statement of the Royal Commis- 
sion Report, was the taxable capacity of 
Ireland, as compared with Great Britain. 
Of every 21s. levied by taxation in the 
year 1893-94, Ireland's proportion was 
Is. 8}d.; of every 21s. levied by taxa- 
ticn last year, [reland’s proportion was 
Is. 5d. The Irish proportion of the 
total tux revenue in 1893-94 was 8°] per 
cent., in 1901-02 it had fallen to 6-7 per 
cent. Those figures show that the Irish 
grievance, if it be treated, as the Royal 
Commission treated it, as a question 


case 


of each couniry bearing a certain 
proportion of the whole taxation, 
is diminishing and not increasing. 


J have shown that the proportion now js 
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less than it was when the Commission 
reported; I have shown that of the 
increase Ireland pays a less proportion 
than the 5 percent. which was suggested 
as her taxable capacity by the Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. CLANCY: And yet 
£3,000,000 more a year. 


she pays 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: Now, how 
is the money expended! The hon, 
Member for North Dublin told us, as he 
has before, that the expenditure js 
matter of common interest, while the 
taxation is a matter of separate interest. 
I decline to argue this matter on that 
ground at all. You may take common 
expenditure and common taxation, or 
you may take separate expenditure anu 
separate taxation, but whichever you 
take, you must treat expenditure and 
taxation together. Then it has been 
said that the question of expenditure 
has nothing to do with it, that you 
levy too much taxation in Ireland, and 
that the grievance is not remedied be. 
cause you spend more there ; but that has 
been rather negatived by the suggestions 
which have come from several hon. 
Members who have spoken today in 
favour of this Motion, that the grievance 
might be mitigated by the increase oi 
the grants from the Imperial Exchequer 
at present given to Ireland, among them 
by the hon. Member for West Donegal 
in the very interesting speech in which 
he seconded the Motion. 

5ut the contention of the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Dublin was this— 
that our expenditure in Ireland is for 
English and not Irish purposes. that it 
is to keep Ireland down by corruption 
and force, and that it is not for the good 
of Ireland at all. Well, let us see how 
much of theincreased revenue of Ireland 
since the year 1893-94 has gone towards 
the local expenditure in Ireland, and to 
what it has been devoted. The expen- 
diture in Ireland for local purposes in 
1893-94 was £5,603,000 ; in 1901-02 it 
was £7,214,.000, an _ inerease_ of 
£1,611,000. How has that increase been 
spent ? Has it been spent on the Lord Lieu- 
tenant? Nota bit. Has it been spent 
on the Constabulary? Not at all. The 
charge for the Constabulary was less last 
year than it was in 1893-94. 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): There 
was only a trifling difference. 


*Ssin M. HICKS BEACH: I do not say 
that the ditference was large, but that 
the amount was actually less. This 
£],611,000 has been expended 
for Irish local purposes in which I 
venture to say hon. Members below the 
gangway opposite have agreed. It has 
been expended, in the first place, in 
increased grants for the purposes of the 
Local Government Board in connection 
with the establishment of local govern- 
ment in Ireland. It has been expended, 
in the second place, for increased grants 
to education. But it has been expended 
mainly for «additional grants to local 
authorities, which in 1901-02 amounted 
to £1,621,U00 as compared with 
£569,000 in 1895-94, owing of course, 
tothe great grant in aid of agricultural 
ratepapers in Ireland and the establish- 
ment of the Department of Agriculture. 
That increase of £1.611,000 in local 
expenditure in Ireland, [ will venture to 
siy, has had the tacit, if not the active, 
approval of hon. Members below the 
gangWay opposite. who now say we must 
not take it into account in considering the 
question at all. 

Then what is left of the increased 
taxation of £2,068,000 to which I have 
referred? What is left, of course, is 
the additional contribution of Ireland 
for Imperial purposes. In 1893-94 her 
total contribution was £1,966,000, or 
324 per cent. of the total expenditure 
of the United Kingdom for Imperial 
purposes. In 1901-02 it was £2,570,000. 
So being one-twentieth, 
as the report of the Royal Com- 
mission would suggest, I suppose, of 
the expenditure of the United King- 
dom for Imperial purposes, it was 
barely one-fortieth, and was no more 
than 2°54 per cent. of the whole expendi- 
ture of the United Kingdom for Imperial 
purposes. 
ture of the United Kingdom for Imperial 
purposes was £58,668,000; in 1901-2 
it had risen to £101,185,000, an increase 
of £43,500,000 a year, out of which 
lreland’s contribution to the war and to 
the general increase of expenditure was 
only £600,000. That fact is met 


far trom 


by the assertion that Ireland has no 
interest in Imperial purposes, that it 
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is not to the advantage of Ireland that 
we should maintain a navy, an army, 
or diplomatic relations with foreign 
Powers, or expend money for various 


colonial purposes, and for the super- 
vision of trade and other objects 
in which the whole of the United 
Kingdom is concerned. I have heard 
it said in these debates that if 
Ireland were sunk beneath the At- 
lantic, England and Scotland would 


have to maintain just as large a navy, 
army, and diplomatic service, and that 
nothing would be saved. The suggestion 
that anybody is to be sunk beneath the 
Atlantic is never an agreeable one. But 
let us take a converse Suppose 
that England and Seotland were sunk 
beneath the ocean, would not Ireland 
require a navy or an army? [National- 
ist cries of ‘“‘No.”} Is there nothing in 
Ireland attractive to foreign Powers! 
Is she so entirely disagreeable and im- 
poverished a country that no great 
European Power, but for the existence 
of Great Britain, might desire to annex 
Ireland to her dominions? It all 
very well, but no independent nation 


case. 


is 


in the world can or does exist 
without those means of _ self-defence 
which are implied by the main- 
tenance of a navy, an army, and 
those relations with foreign Powers 
which have to be provided under 
the head of Imperial expenditure. The 


hon. Member for Dundee, to my great 
astonishment, compared the position of 
Ireland in this respect with that of 
Canada and Australia. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: As to 


services rendered by the Navy. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Did the hon 
Member forget that Ireland is a part of 
the governing body of the Empire, that 
Irish Members sit in this House at least 
on equal terms with ourselves, that 
Ireland has a fuller representation in 
this House than any other part of the 
United Kingdom ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then take it 
away. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : What 
I said was that, in respect of the value of 
the defence rendered by the Navy, the 
great Colonies were served as fully as 
Ireland, England, or Scotland. 
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*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: That may 
be a reason why the great Colonies 
should pay more than ‘they do now 
towards the cost of the Navy ; but it is 
impossible to deal with that 
out considering the question of con- 
trol; and in these matters, 


to her population and her lersen 


Ireland has the power of control | Nation- | 


alist cries of ‘‘ No!’ |—oh, yes, she has! 
—which is not given to Canada or Aus- | 
tralia. Therefore, I say, this contention 
that Ireland has nothing to do with | 


Imperial expenditure, and that there- | 


she contributes to it may be 
paper as 

“ the amount that is swept into the British 
Treasury after all the costs of Government are 
discharged by the taxes wrung from the Irish 
people,” 


fore all 
treated in the words of this 


is a contention that is as contrary to the 
facts as anything that can be stated in 
this House. | know that we are 
told that the division between Imperial 


and local expenditure in these Returns | 


hon. 
the 


is not a fair one; I think the 
Member for North Dublin used 
term that the accounts were juggled 
and it is suggested that probably they 
are most untairly dealt with. 


Mr. CLANCY : 


anything about them. 


*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH : 
hon. Member went rather further 
that. But suppose you were to say 
what hon. Members opposite have 
always asked for—that the 
the Lord Lieutenant was a matter of 
Imperial, and not Irish, expenditure, 


although every colonial governor is paid | 
Suppose you were to | 
Irish | 


by the colony. 
say that halt the cost of the 
Constabulary was a matter of Imperial, 
and not Irish, expenditure. I suppose 
that even hon. Members will not con- 
tend that Ireland is so peaceful a country 
that she would be able to get along 
without any police at all. 
made these deductions the contribution 
of Ireland towards Imperial expenditure 
would not be anything like the one- 
twentieth part that was suggested by 
the Royal Commission. 

But the main contention of 
debate has been that it is not 
a question of proportion, that it is a_| 


this 
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| question of power to bear the present 
taxation. It has been said that the 
population of Ireland is diminishing: 
‘that is unfortunately true; but ™ 
think the existing population is better 


‘able, so far as wealth goes, to bear 
taxation than they were when their 


numbers were greater. [ Nationalist cries 
of “No.”] If you look at the Returns, 
[think you will see that the evidence 
bears that out. You have a diminished 
| population as compared with 1893- 

but that diminished population has 
£53,000,000 of deposits in the banks of 
all kinds, instead of £41,000,000 which 
|existed then. The railway receipts im- 
prove, and there is a greater use of the 
facilities of the Post Office in the way 
of money orders, and correspondence; 
| and the farming stock belonging to this 
diminished population is greater than it 
was when the population was larger. 
I am glad to say that the average 
| annual emigration from Ireland in the 
twelve years s ending 1 901 was little more 
than half the average annual emigration 
|in the preceding decade; and even the 


:| hon. Member for West Donegal admitted 


in his speech today that the Land 

Acts had done a great deal to improve 
{the condition of the tenant farmer. 
These facts do not indicate a decrease 
/of means on the part of the population 
| of Ireland. 


But it is contended that there has 
| been a decrease in the yield of taxation 
| in Ireland in these later years—that the 
| income-tax, for example, has produced 
less for each penny in Ireland than it 
did some years ago, while it has pro- 
duced more in Great Britain. It is 
quite true that for some years—after 
1893—there was a falling off in the yield 
per penny of the income tax in Ireland. 
But why? Partly because of the 
purchase by tenants of estates which, 
when divided among small holders, paid 
no income tax, but had paid income tax 
when they belonged to single proprietors ; 
but mainly because of the great extension 
of exemptions and abatements of the 
income tax made in the year 1894, and 
myself a tew years later, 
which, of course, had much more effect 
on the yield of the income tax ina poor 
country like Ireland than on its yield 
At present, ] believe, 
| that the yield per 1d. of theincome tax in 
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Ireland is about stationary. But I must 
say, With regard to this whole question of 
direct taxation, that whether you look 
to the low valuation on which the 
income tax is levied in Ireland, or to 


the fact that the class in Ireland 
which pays income tax is free from 
house duty, land tax, and assessed 
taxes, which are levied on precisely 


the same class in Great Britain, I[ 
do not think there is any fair ground 
for an Irish grievance in the matter of 
direct taxation. The grievance of indirect 
taxation has often been brought before 
this House, and the hon. Member for 
West Islington thinks he has proved 
that indirect taxes press more heavily 
on Ireland than they did by quot- 
ing the diminished yield of the taxes 
upon tea, tobacco, and spirits in the 
year 1901-02, as compared with the 
That is a perfect delu- 
sion on the part of the hon. Member. 
Undoubtedly there was a diminished 
yield under each of these heads, not only 
in Ireland, but in the whole of the 
United Kingdom, in the year 1901-02 as 
compared with the previous year; but 
why ! For the simple reason that there 
was a forestalment of duty of no less 
than a million on tea, a million and a 
half on tobacco, and a very considerable 
sum on Spirits in the year 1900-01, which 
duty properly belonged to the year 
1901-02; but the actual consumption of 
tea very considerably increased in the year 
1901-02, as compared with the previous 
year, while the consumption of tobacco 
and spirits, at any rate, showed no 
diminution. There is, I will venture to 
say, no proofwhatever in the Returns of 
lrsh taxation of the fact which the hon. 
Member appears to consider proved 
that the diminution in the yield of these 
taxes in the year 1901-02 shows strained 
resources, or decreased consumption of 
these articles in Ireland. 


previous year. 


[ have never been able to see that the 
tuct that high taxes are levied on such 
articles as alcohol and tobacco can be 
considered an Irish grievance. Nobody 
need consume these articles unless he 


chooses. When we come to taxes on 


ter, on sugar, and on corn, I admit that 
those taxes are in a different category. 
What did I do when, owing to an increase 
in our annual expenditure and to the 
cost of the war, I was compelled last 
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year, and this year, to impose increased in- 
direct taxation on the whole of the United 
Kingdom—which increased taxation has 
been borne by Great Britain far more, 
proportionately, than by Ireland? I 
took very good care to impose last year, 
not only a tax on sugar but a tax on 
coal—not a penny of which touches 
Ireland at all, but of which a great 
industry in Great Britain has bitterly 
complained. And when in this House 
the case of Ireland, in regard to the tax 
on corn, was brought before us, as [ think, 
in able and convincing speeches, I agreed 
—I was not forced—I ageed voluntarily 
to halve the tax on maize, because that 
was the article which is principally 
consumed in Ireland. That course was 
precisely in accordance with the spirit of 
the proviso as to exemptions and abate- 


ments in the Act of Union. as ex- 
plained by Lord Castlereagh himself. 


‘Therefore, 1 think I may say that | 
have not shown myself insensible to 
the claims of the poorer classes of 
Ireland in this matter, and I am quite 
sure that that view will continue to 
be taken, by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. It has been suggested today that 
something should be done in this way in 
the near future. Well, [ hope that 
next year may see a considerable relief of 
taxation, instead of the increase of 
taxation to which we have been un- 
fortunately accustomed in the past 
three years; and then | have not the 
least doubt that the position of the 
poorer taxpayers—not merely in Ireland, 
but in the whole of the United Kingdom 
—will be fairly taken into consideration 
by His Majesty's Government. 

Then I come to the other suggestion 
that has been made—the suggestion of 
increased grants. The hon. Member for 
West Donegal said with truth that there 
were harrowing passages in the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- 
tion as to the great burden of rates in 
the unions in the west of Ireland, and 
as to the condition of the poor in those 
parts of the country. The Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation made certain 


recommendations upon that matter, 
contingent, of course, upon similar 


action by Parliament with regard to the 
relief of local ratepayers in the rest of the 
United Kingdom. I have not the least 
doubt that when the time comes to deal 
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with the question of local taxation those 
recommendations also will be fairly con- 
sidered by those who may have to deal 
with them. But this Motion today does 
not mean any policy of that kind. It 
does not mean, as was completely shown 
by the silence with which the suggestions 
of the hon. Member for Dundee were 
greeted—it does not mean any change 
in indirect taxation throughout the 
United Kingdom to the advantage of 
the poorer taxpayers of the whole 
kingdom. It means, if it means any- 
thing, a separate system of taxation for 
Ireland as compared with Great Britain ; 
it means the establishment of Home 
Rule in the matter of financial relations. 
Well, that, to my mind, would be as 
disastrous to the finances of the United 
Kingdom, and to the prosperity of 
Ireland herself as the adoption of Home 
Rule in her political relations would be 
to the politica! future of these countries ; 
and today I have only to repeat what | 
have said several times before, that to a 
Motion of this kind, which I can only 
interpret in that way, His Majesty’s 
Government must offer their firmest 
resistance. 


(4.45.) Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) said he was afraid that 
the speech which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had just made, must be regarded 
as his “swan song” upon this Question. 
While regretting that what was pro- 
bably the right hon. Gentleman's last 
speech on this subject as Chancellor of 
the Exchequer should be of a character 
so unsatisfactory to the representatives 
of the Irish people, he acknowledged 
that on many oceasions he had met their 
demands, if not entirely as they would 
wish. yet in as large a degree as_ his 
political position allowed him. It was 
quite true that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not compelled to meet them 
upon the maize Question, but, after 
listening to the arguments addressed to 
him, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
admitted the force of them, and was 
manly and frank enough to meet the 
views of the Irish people in this respect 
Therefore, he had not regarded the 
right hon. Gentleman as being an 
opponent of Irish claims, and it was with 
some regret that they had heard that the 
right hon. Gentleman was not to occupy 
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for any lengthened period that great 
position that he had held with so much 
distinction for so many years. He 
thought it only fair to offer those fey 
remarks to the right hon. Gentleman. 
and he trusted that he would take them 
in the spirit in which they were uttered, 
“The argument of the right hon. 
Gentleman that the reduction of the 
population of Ireland ought to be re- 
garded as an increase of its financial 
prosperity was one which Irish Members 
found it difficult to listen to without 
impatience and even some indignation. 
The emigration from Ireland had _ been 
an emigration of the fittest, while the 
unfittest remained. The better half had 
gone away, the weaker half had remained. 
When they said that the population had 
been reduced by one-half they had not 
stated the whole evil, because it was 
the better half that had gone and the 
weaker half had stayed behind in the 
country. He should think that between 
70 and 80 per cent. of the people who 
had gone away from Ireland were between 
the ages of twenty and thirty-five and were 
the very flower of the nation, and these 
men and women had themselves helped 
to build up the prosperity of other 
nations by stalwart Irish arms which 
ought to have been devoted to the 
development of their own land. The 
predictions made even in the British 
Parliament by Richard Brinsley Sheridan 
and others at the time of the Union had 
been fulfilled, that unless the financial 
arrangement were corrected it must lead to 
the greater impoverishment of the poorer 
country. A Member of Parliament 
named Johns in the year 1800 said the 
probabilities were that under this financial 
arrangement the National Debt of Ireland 
would rise, while the National Debt of 
England would descend, and it would be 
like two men on the road one ascending 
a hill and the other descending. Sheridan, 
once a distinguished Member of this House, 
opposed the Act of Union, and one of his 
main grounds and strongest arguments 
was that that would take place which 
hon. Members from Ireland now con- 
tended had taken place, namely, the 
destruction of the poorer 
country by the richer country. 


He wondered how many hon, Members 


were aware that when the Act of 
Union was passed the population of 
Ireland was 5,000,000, and that of 
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England 10,000,000. When he heard 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer talk 
about the over representation of this 
House, he remembered that at the 
passing of the Act of Union Ireland was 
one-half of the entire population of these 
Islands, and they enjoyed only one-sixth 
of the representation in the English 
Parliament. Now, when English legisla- 
tion had destroyed half the population, 
it was proposed to take advantage of 
that. In their hour of strength the 
people of Ireland got one-sixth of the 
representation in the British Parliament 
when they were entitled to one-third at 
least, if not to one-half, and now in 
Ireland’s hour of weakness it was 
suggested that England should take 
advantage of her poverty and weakness 
to still further reduce her representa- 
tion. The argument that no man paid 
for the same article one penny more of 
taxation in Ireland than in England was 
a real obstacle toa true understanding 
of this subject, but there never was a 
more fallacious argument. No man 
could contend that to have the same 
taxes in two countries meant equality of 
burden. Would a tax on salt be the 
same burden here as in India, or a tax on 
rice the same burden to our people as to 
the Chinese? Would an equal tax on 
coffee be an equal burden to France and 
to England, or would the same tax on 
tea be equally felt in this country, 
especially in Ireland, and in France. 
Although it was true that in Ireland 
nobody paid one penny more in taxation 
for the same commodity than was paid 
in England, that argument did not 
establish the proposition that the burden 
of Irish and English taxpayers was the 
same. 


What was the reality of the whole 
business? It was that the burden of 
taxation was dependent upon the ability 
of the taxpayer to pay. It was quite 
true that the poor in England suffered 
under indirect taxation. He agreed 
that indirect taxation was a burden to 
the poor, and was felt by them more 
severely than by the rich. Could any- 
body argue that 6d. a pound on tea 
was the same burden to the gentleman 
living in Park Lane, as to the charwoman 
who eked out a miserable existence on 
poor wages derived from her badly paid 
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occupation. He would point out, how- 
ever, that the poor people of this country 
paid a far smaller proportion than the 
people of Ireland. If the whole of 
England were as poor as St. Georges-in- 
the-East, as was the case in Ireland, 
they would very soon have to change 
their methods of taxation. The reason 
they could keep up the present system 
of taxation in England, was, because in 
this country poverty was exceptional, 
whereas in Ireland it was general. 
It was on the principle of invincible 
ignorance of the conditions of Ireland 
that the set off argument was brought 
forward. What was the set-off argu- 
ment? It was that Ireland shared 
the services of the Navy and the Army. 
The Navy was not for the protection, but 
the subjugation of Ireland ; the Army 
was not for the preservation and safe- 
guarding, but for the subjugation and 
ruin of Ireland. The Government had 
a third and more effective line of defence 
in Ireland; they had bought up [the 
intellect of Ireland. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) asked why the hon. Member had 
gone to represent a Division of Liverpool. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that was 
a personal allusion. He hoped that, 
while representing a Division of Liver 
pool, he had devoted what intelligence 
he possessed to the benefit of the people 
of his country. Of all the results of the 
Union he knew no result that brought 
deeper pain or humiliation to Irishmen 
than the position of the Irish Bar today 
as compared with what it was in former 
days. In the days when no Catholic 
could sit in Parliament, there were 
Protestant barristers who fought for the 
liberties of Ireland. At that time there 
were none more patriotic than the 
Protestants of Ireland. The Union had 
been destructive of all classes. It had 
been destructive to the landlords of Ire- 
land. The grandfather of the right hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh 
voted against the Union, and later on it 
would be remembered that the right 
hon. Gentleman made a great and un- 
successful struggle against the restoration 
of the Parliament which his grandfather 
endeavoured to preserve. Formerly there 
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was anaristocracy who lived in Ireland ; | 
they came over to England and most of 
them had gone into the Bankruptcy 
Court. There was corruption in every 
vein and artery of Irish Administration. 
The judges had salaries out of all propor- 
tion to the actual necessity. When a 
prominent English lawyer went on the 
Bench he made a financial sacrifice. It 
was different in Ireland, where the 
change meant on an average the doubling 
of an income. Yet it was money spent 
in that way the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer regarded as compensation for 
over taxation. He had heard of golden 
chains. This was the first time that 
golden chains paid out of the money of 
the prisoner were regarded as the allevia- 
tion of his toils. Another part of the 
set-off was the police. This argument 
was actually used while the rafters were 
still echoing the debate on Sergeant 
Sheridan. The argument was, “We 
charge you too much, but then we give 
you Sergeant Sheridan.’’ Dealing with 
the Imperial argument, the hon. Member 
said he called himself an Imperialist, 
but he defined the word for himself. 
There were at present in this country 
honoured representatives of the British 
Colonies. What did the Colonies do in 
the way of taxation for Imperial pur- 
poses? The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said the Navy was of great benefit to 
Ireland. Was it of no benefit to Canada 
or Australia? Australia was constantly 
confronted with the possibility of some 
enterprise on the part of a European 
power to take possession of islands in the 
Pacific which Australians thought ought 
to belong to them. The result was that 
nearly always some portions of the 
British Fleet were in Australian waters. 
Canada had a frontier running thousands 
of miles along another country which 
was friendly. Were the Army and Navy 
of no use to Canada? In Ireland they 
could get on very well without an 
English gun or regiment, yet the Colonies 
gave nothing practically, and Ireland was 
taxed to the death. There was the com- 
pensation, forsooth, that Ireland had 
representatives in Parliament, repre- 
sentatives who were out-voted in the 
proportion of four or five to one. He 
would make this concession to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. The Irish repre- 
sentation in this assembly was bad for 
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Ireland, and not good for England. It 
was an Imperial injury as well as an Irish 
injury. The Irish Members had a right 
to intervene in debates and to vote on 
the greatest questions that came before 
Parliament. Their votes counted for 
more in Imperial than in Irish questions. 
He was a member of a Party that 
helped twice to change the Ministry of 
this country, and they might do so again. 
But at the very moment when by their 
votes in that House they made the Mar- 
quis of Salisbury Prime Minister and 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, when they 
gave the present Prime Minister his first 
chance in official life, they could not 
appoint a sub-constable or dismiss a 
Sergeant Sheridan. Give them Home 
Rule not merely in finance, but in 
politics, a properly paid judiciary that 
should be in accordance with the feelings 
and aspirations of the people, and the 
reduced police force which the country 
demanded, and there would be a real 
set-off between them and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. The expenditure of 
the British Empire had extended to such 
proportions that it was a grave danger 
to the future of England, and a much 
greater danger to Ireland. That was the 
financial relation between the two coun- 
tries. On the one hand there was a 
poor and small country with a dwindling 
population, and on the other a great 
Imperial nation, and the race between 
them down the road of expenditure was 
that of the earthen pot and the iron pot. 
In the recent war England had been able 
to get Irish soldiers to fight her battles, 
and some of them were now reading the 
eulogiums of English statesmen and at 
the same time eating porridge in the 
workhouse. It was rather too much 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should come and urge as an argument 
against the claim of Ireland that England 
had taken the blood of her sons and at 
the same time heaped taxes on her 


people. 
(5.20.) Mr. M‘CANN (Dublin, St. 


Stephen’s Green) said he wished to make 
a few observations of a general character. 
The average total income from taxes 
levied in Ireland during the last fifteen 
years of the Irish Parliament was about 
one and a half millions a year which was 
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expended—about £650,000 a year for 
the purposes of civil government, and 
£850,000 a year for the services of the 
debt, the military, and defence generally. 
Ireland contributed last year £12,570,000 
from her taxes for the service of the debt, 
the army and navy. It would he seen 
that there was an increase of £1,720,000 
for the cost of defensive purposes, and 


£6,564,000 increase in cost of civil 
government in Ireland. But to make 


the comparison fair between the two 
periods they must further add to the 
cost of civil government the amount 
collected in taxes by the County Councils, 
and add it to the £7,214,000 a year 
expended out of our taxes. Putting both 
together, they got a total of about 
£10,500,000 a year as the expenditure 
of the country from the taxation of the 
people of the country for the present cost 
of civil government in Ireland, as com- 
pared with £650,000 a year at the time 
this partnership was formed. The increase 
inthe period forthe purposes of civil govern- 
ment was therefore £9,850,000 a year. 
The question now arose, was the taxable 
capacity of the country better or worse 
now than at the time of the Union ? 
He believed that the country’s capacity 
to bear taxation was less now, much less, 
than at the period of the Union. Prices 
for all sorts of agricultural produce were 
then most remunerative—they all knew 
what they were—and they had then 
quite a number of small industries 
spread all over the country which gave 
much employment outside the land. 
These had all now practically dis- 
appeared. They had now practically as 
industries only the highly centralised 
manuiacture of whisky and porter in 
Dublin, and linen and shipbuilding in 
Belfast. But then it might be said that 
these taxes calculated and applied 
towards civil government expenditure 
in Ireland, were spent in the country, 
and that, therefore, the country had the 
benefit of the expenditure. ‘This was 
the usual argument, which meant—if it 
meant anything—that it was legitimate 
to extract taxes so largely from the pro- 
ducers, who were the chief payers of 
these taxes, for the purposes to which 
they were applied in Ireland in carrying 
on the civil government of the country. 
Had this expenditure, or any portion of 


it, the effect of keeping a single Irish boy 
‘did not come to more than £5 a head 


or girl from emigrating, or of keeping a 
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England aud Treland. 


| pauper, indoor or outdoor, off the rates, 


or of permanently strengthening in any 
material way those who had not yet 
fled the country, or had not yet become 
chargeable on the rates? He could not 
see any portion of this huge taxation 
working in any of these desirable direc- 
tions. 


There was another point to which he 
wished to draw attention. ‘The new 
duties imposed for the current year 
would probably come to £800,000, or 
£1,000,000 over last year’s revenue. 
What was I[reland’s ability to bear all 
these taxes? The Financial Relations 
Commission reported that she was then 
paying nearly £3,000,000 a year beyond 
her just contribution. During the eight 
years that passed since then, she had 
about £3,000,000 a vear additional 
taxation imposed upon her which did 
not see. to be applicable to any pur- 
poses for her material improvement. 
He knew he would be met at once by 
the Irish prosperity mongers, who relied 
upon the bank deposits and current 
accounts in Irish banks as being a 
sufficient answer to all allegations as 
te the poverty and decadence of the 


country. He would shortly put the 
matter, and give an illustration. He 
was a member of a society recently 


formed in aid of the preservation of 
tho Irish peasantry. He believed that 
the whole crux of the Irish economic 
position centred in the peasantry. This 
society had been at considerable pains 
to ascertain the facts and diagnose the 
position. ‘They enumerated and located 
the peasants as those who tilled the 
land by their own labour and_ the 
labour of their families, and those who 
worked on the land for hire. They 
believed that this class worked out 
nearly, if not quite, half the entire 
population. There were 400,000 
peasant holdings in Ireland, valued 
for taxation purposes from a little over 
£20 a year, and coming down to £1 
a year. ‘The average rent paid by these 
peasant farmers was, as near as they 
could make it, about £7 to £8. The 
average income of these people, derivable 
from their farms, could not be more 
than £25 after rent and taxes were 
paid. Allowing five to a family, this 
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attainable in good years. 


rainy day came round in 
the potatoes rotted and the turf would 


not dry, the majority of 


were starving, or next door to it. | 
them see what was the yearly contribu- | taxes, when collected, found their way to 
tion of these peasants under the present 
system of taxation, Imperial and local. 


They had taken much trouble to ascertain 


various 


had 


this taxation in 
the 


country, and 


average, and had come to the conclusion, 
from the best data which they could 
obtain, that they contributed 30s. a 
head each to Imperial and local taxation. 


This calculation 


recent tax was put upon their food—flour 


and yellow meal. 


these 400,000 holdings, containing four 
to five people in each, worked out to 
nearly 2,000,000 of people who contri- 
buted 30s. a head, or £3,000,000 sterling, 
a year to Imperial and local taxation. 
That was, on an income of £6 10s. a year 


30s. was paid for 


Another question arose in 


tion, which was this—To what extent 
benefited 
material way by the payment of this 30s. 


was this peasant 
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Adjournment of 


Stirling-Maxwe 


Talbot, Lord E. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


| 
Bill withdrawn. 


SHOPS BILL. | 
Order for Second Reading read, and | 


discharged. 


| 
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Bill withdrawn. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Fifth Report, with Minutes of Evidence: 
brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 296.] 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Sixth Report, with Minutes of Evidence, 
brought up, and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 297.] 


That they have agreed to: New Forest | 


(Sale of Lands for Public Purposes) Bill, 
Commons Regulation (Sodbury) Provi- 
Order Bill, Amend- 


sional without 


ment— 

Cavehill and Whitewell Tramways 
Bill, London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway Bill, 
Railway Bill, Metropolitan 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 


Whitechapel and Bow 
District | 


under The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, 
Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways.” 


relating to 
[Greenock and Port Glasgow Tramways 
(Extention) Order Confirmation Bill 
[Lords. | 
GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW TRAM- 
WAYS (EXTENSION) ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a | 
second time upon Monday, 4th August, | 
and to be printed. [Bill 287. ] 


GREAT NORTHERN AND CITY RAILWAY 
| BILL [Lorps]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they request that this House 
will be pleased to communicate to their 
Lordships copies of the Reports from the 

Select Committees appointed by this 
House in the present session of Parlia- 
ment on :—1, Public Accounts; 2, Sav- 
ings Banks Funds; 3, Steamship Sub- 
sidies ; 4, Private Business; 5, National 
Expenditure ; together with the Pro 
ceedings of the Committees and Minutes 
of Evidence. 


Copies of the Reports, &c., to be com 
| municated. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 


Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, July 28th, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


1329 


House in Committee (according to 


i) rder). 
Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘ 
‘* After sub-clause (5.) to insert the follow- 


ing new sub-clause:—‘ (6.) The corporation shall 
within five years from the commencement of 
the said Order, establish within the Garston 
District a public library and public baths.’ ”— 
(Earl Waldegrave.) 


LorD NEWTON: This Amendment 
seems to me a very important one. It 
involves an interference with municipal 
local autonomy, and I think the House 


- is en'itled to some explanation before 


accepting it. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 
I regret that the noble Lord in charge 
of the Bill is not present today, and that 
we can give no information. The 
explanation which the noble Lord desires 
will, however, be given on the Report 
Stage. 


Lorp NEWTON: I hope the explan- 
ation will be forthcoming at the next 
stage, but I cannot help expressing the 
opinion that this is an extremely 
slovenly way of conducting business. 
If a noble Lord undertakes to look after 
anything so vulgar and commonplace 
as the Local Government Board, he 
should either be in his place to explain 
his Amendments, or depute some other 
member of the Government who would 
condescend to come here and make the 
explanation for him. 


Eart WALDEGRAVE: The noble 
Lord who represents the Local Govern- 
ment Board in this House is, I am sorry 
to say, unwell. I may point out, how- 
ever, that the Amendment has been 
agreed to by the opponents of the Bill. 


VOL. CXI. |FourtH Srarcs.] 
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Lorp NEWTON: Unless the Govern- 
ment give me an assurance that an ex- 
planation will be forthcoming at the 
next stage, I shall move the adjournment. 


Business. 








| Eart SPENCER: I do think that if 
the noble Lord who represents the Local 
| Government Board is ill, some one should 
be entrusted with these Amendments 
‘who is able to explain them. It is 
derogatory to the dignity of this House 
that no one is able to explain an Amend- 
ment of this kind when it is moved. 


Tue DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: The 
explanation shall be given on the Report 
Stage. 


Amendment agreed to; Standing 
Committee negatived Report of 
Amendments to be received Tomorrow. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


FELIXSTOWE AND WALTON IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL [H.L.}. 


Commons Amendments 
and agreed to. 


considered, 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
B 


aiid. 


Read 3" and passed. 


GARSTON AND DISTRICT TRAMWAYS 
AND ELECTRIC SUPPLY (TRANSFER) 
BILL. 


Read 3°, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 


JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
(SOUTH YORKSHIRE EXTENSION 
LINES) BILL. 

Read 3°, with the Amendments; 


further Amendments made; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


WEARDALE AND SHILDON DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [u.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 

3C 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


OF LONDON (SPITALFIELDS 
MARKET) BILL, 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL, 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL, 
NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL, 


CITY 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL. | 


WAY BILL, 
METROPOLITAN 
B 


» 45 


NORTH 


AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC 


TRAMWAYS BILL, 
METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL, 


CROYDON 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 


POWERS) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


RIC wae" HILL (PRESERVATION 


> VIEW) BILL 
Reported, “a dmadionin. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS 
(VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived ; Report of Amend- 
ments to be received tomorrow. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


PIER 


Read 3" (according to order), with the | 


Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (No. 163), 
SAVINGS BANKS FUNDS (No. 164), 
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES (No. 165), 
PRIVATE BUSINESS (No. 166), 
NATIONAL EXPENDITURE (No. 167). | 


Reports, etc., of the Select Committees | 
of the House of Commons, communi- | 
cated (pursuant to Message of Friday | 
last), and to be printed. 


{LORDS} 


Sites Bill. 1332 
| CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND 

| BEQUESTS (IRELAND). 

| Fifty-seventh annual Report of the 
| Commissioners. 

| 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
General Report to the Board of Trade 
/upon the accidents that have occurred 
on the railways of the United Kingdom 
| during the year 1901. 


TRAMWAYS | 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 

Return to the Lord Chancellor of the 
' number of visits made and the number 
of patients seen by the several Commis- 


sioners in Lunacy during the six months 
ended 30th June, 1902. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Yeturn for the year ended 31st March, 
| 1902, of the Army and Navy officers 
permitted, under Rule 2 of the regula- 
tions drawn up under Section 6 of the 
Superannuation Act, 1877, to hold civil 
employment of profit under public 
Departments. 


ASSIZES ACTS, 
Order in Council of 26th July, 1902, 
directing that the town of Cardiff shall, 
for the summer assizes, 1902, be the 
place where assizes are holden in and 
for the county of Glamorgan. 


1876 To 1879. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Intermediate Education Board 
for Ireland, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1901, together with the 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon. 


Laid} before the House (pursuant to 


' Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


order). Bill reported, without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived: 


_and Bill to be read 3* tomorrow. 
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Licensing 
LICENSING BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to | 

order). 


THE Eart oF ROSEBERY: My Lords, 
I desire to call attention to Clause 5, as 
amended in Committee, which provides 
that, instead of an order in pursuance of 
paragraph (a)—ze., that the applicant 
should be no longer bound to cohabit 
with his wife—the Court may, with the 
consent of the wife, order her to be 
committed to and detained in an inebri- 
ates home. It does appear to me to be 
common sense that this should be done 
with the consent of the husband. This 
isa grave matter, reaching down to the 
very roots of domestic life; and it seems 
to me your Lordships ought to consider 
carefully before you insert such a pro- 
vision without the safeguard I have 
suggested. It is impossible to imagine a 
greater curse than a drunken wife, and the 
Clause is apparently meant to give the 
husband relief from the curse. I do not 
speak as an expert, but the common 
notion is that intemperance in a woman, 
when once it has taken a hold of her, 
is an incurable disease. Instead, however, 
of giving permanent relief to the husband 
from this hideous companionship, the 
section merely gives him temporary | 
relief by relegating the wife to an ine- 
briates’ asylum, from which she may 
emerge at any moment, only partially 
or temporarily cured, and go back to her 
home and family. Does it seem, under 
these circumstances, too much to ask 
that the consent of the husband should 
be added to that of the wife in connec- 
tion with the order ? 


Lorp BELPER: I will take care that 
what the noble Earl has said shall be 
brought before the Home Secretary, and 
the point will be considered. I would 
point out, however, that the proviso was 
inserted for the purpose of allowing time 
to elapse, if the married woman con- 
sented, before a decree of judicial 
separation was issued. It is not 
for the purpose of taking the place of 
the separation order, but rather a step 
to see what can be done to prevent a 
home from being broken up. It may 
be that after a year or two in an 
inebriates’ reformatory the woman may 
be cured, and then, of course , the hus- 
band may be able to live with her again. 


28 JuLty 1902} 


Bill. 


I do not know if it will meet the view 
of the noble Lord, but I have an 
Amendment to propose giving the 
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Court power, where a woman gives her 


consent, to remove her to a retreat. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): I think the objection 
made by the noble Earl is not an un- 
reasonable one. Of course, where the 
application is made on behalf of the 
husband as against the wife, the magis- 
trate must hear the husband’s views. 
He may then make one of several orders 
set out in the Clause, and if it appeared 
evident that the wife was such a 
habitual drunkard that the domestic 
home could not continue, the magistrate 
would be entitled to make a separation 
order. The policy of the section is to 
leave it free to the magistrate to make 
such order as he thinks appropriate to 
the occasion. Inasmuch as the applica- 
tion has to be made by the husband, it 
seems to me that, though not removing 
the objection of the noble Earl, it 
considerably mitigates it. 

THE Eart or ROSEBERY: I want to 
make my meaning clear. I cannot quite 
understand that the noble Lord is justi- 
fied in saying that this section is only 
to form part of the general enactment 
provided in the earlier part of the Bill. 
I do not think that anything the noble 
and learned Earl has said would con- 
flict with the words I should like 
to see introduced. What the noble and 
learned Earl has said is entitled to the 
greatest respect, and I do not wish for a 
moment to put my judgment against his 
in such a matter. But it seems to me 
to give an option—an absolute option—to 
the magistrate or judge making an order ; 
and I want that option to be made after 
the statement of the husband and with 
the consent of the husband. I do not 
think that anything in the words sug- 
gested by the Home Office conflicts with 
that view, because if the words “of the 
husband and” were inserted it would 
make the point more clear, and would 
guard against the danger which I think 
1s apparent. 

Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: [think 
there are serious consequences attaching 
to the suggestion of the noble Earl. He 
is making the husband judge in this 
matter. It is very often a contest 


between the husband and the wife; and 


3C 2 
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instead of a discretion being exercised 
whether or not there should be a separa- 
tion or whether the wife should be sent 
to a retreat, the noble Earl suggests that 
the husband should be predominant in 
the question, and should be able to say, 
“ Without my consent my wife shall not 
go to a house of retreat.” 
may be exercised under a feeling of 
hostility, and may be most injurious to 
the interests of the wife. If there is to 
be this separation it is alone just towards 
the husband, but it places the wife in a 
sad position. She becomes an outcast in 
the world. Who is to look after her 
future? Her life must become that of 
an outcast ; and in order to prevent this 
result, this proviso has been introduced. 


Licensing 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: I would 
point out to the noble and learned Lord 
that the suggestion no more makes the 
man a judge in the matter than he is in 
the earlier part of the Clause, because, 
after all, the whole effect of the Clause 
hinges on the application of the husband, 
and I am anxious only to put him in 
the same position with regard to this 
last sub-section as he is in the first. The 
noble and learned Lord the Chancellor 
of the Duchy expressed his sympathy 
for the drunken wife. I am certainly 
sorry for the wife, but I am more sorry 
for the husband. Let the wife, if 
necessary, remain in the _ inebriates’ 
retreat; she has broken up the home: 
it is she who should pay the penalty— 
not the husband. 


Tue EARL ofr CAMPERDOWN: Sub- 
section 2 deals with the habitual drunken 
wife. I should like to ask why there is 
no similar proviso with regard to sub- 
section 1, which deals with the habitual 
drunken husband. 


Lorp BELPER: I think the answer 
is that the wife and husband are in a 
somewhat different position, and it is 
not necessary in the case of the husband, 
while it may be desirable in the case of 
the wife. The point has not been raised 
before, and I will inquire into it. 


Formal Amendment, giving the Court 
power to remove a woman, with her 
consent, to a retreat, agreed to. 


THE Eart OF ROSEBERY: I under- 
stand the noble Lord will pay attention 
Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 


This power | 


Bill. 1336 
| to the suggestion I have made between 
this and the Third Reading stage ? 


Lorp BELPER: Certainly. 


THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: Per. 
haps the noble Lord will look at sub- 
section 1 at the same time ? 


Lorp BELPER: Certainly. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: I desire to 
put a question on Clause 25, on the 
section which was added in the Standing 
Committee with regard to certain 
privileges to be given to clubs at Oxford. 
Will the clubs at Cambridge enjoy the 
same privileges ? 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: | 
have made inquiries of the University of 
Cambridge as to whether they desire a 
similar Amendment to be inserted apply- 
ing to that university. I find that they 
have no such desire, it being the policy 
of the University of Cambridge to allow 
the privileges to lapse. 


Bill to be read 3° on Thursday next. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES (IRELAND) BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


EDUCATION ACT, 1901, RENEWAL BILL. 
[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE EARL oF NORTHBROOK : The 
object of this Bill is to extend the 


“Cockerton” Act, making legal the 
instruction in evening continuation 


.schools for a further period of twelve 
| months. 


It is a Bill of only one 
Clause, and it passed without opposition 
through the other House. 


“ Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Earl of Northbrook.) 


EarL SPENCER: I do not rise to 
oppose the Second Reading; it is 
essential that the Bill should be passed. 
But an assurance has been given in the 
other House on the part of the Govern- 
ment that where a school in a particular 
locality is transferred to a neighbouring 
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locality this will be allowed. I under- 
stand, however, that when the Bill came 
to be examined it was found that there 
was no real power to do so, and I am 
anxious to hear that there is no intention 
to diminish the influence of the schools 
stopped by the Cockerton judgment, 
and that there will not be a deliberate 
interference with those schools in the 
event of their being carried on in another 
place. 


THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: I 
was not aware that any such assur- 
ance as the noble Earl refers to was 
given in another place last year. But 
it certainly is the fact, as the noble 
Earl has suggested, that the Act of last 
year has been administered in practice 
with considerable strictness by the 
Education Department, and it is not 
their intention during the next year to 
administer it with any unnecessary 
strictness. The reasons which made the 
Board administer the Act with some 
degree of strictness have entirely dis- 
appeared, and we believe that there 
will not be the slightest difficulty in 
enabling a school which is substantially 
the same school, but which may for 
reasons of convenience be transferred to 
another locality, to receive the grant 
and to continue its operation under the 
Act. That is the intention, not only 
of the Education Department, but also 
of the Local Government Board; and 
Iam able to give the noble Earl the 
fullest assurance that it is the intention 
of these two Departments to administer 
the Act in the most liberal spirit 
possible. 


EarL SPENCER : I suppose the noble 
Duke will not be willing to introduce 
an Amendment to carry out that in- 
tention ? 


THE DuKE or DEVONSHIRE: The 


noble Earl must be perfectly aware that, 
in the present condition of business, it 


would be very dangerous to send the, 


Bill back to another place with any 
Amendments in it. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 
2* accordingly ; Committee negatived. 
Then Standing Orders Nos. xxxix. and 
xlv. considered (according to order) and 
dispensed with. Bill read 3*, and passed. 


{28 JuLy 1902} 
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LIGHT LOAD LINE. 
Moved That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report— 


I. Whether, and, if so, to what extent, 
British ships are sent to sea in an unsea- 
worthy condition by reason of their being 
insutliciently or improperly ballasted ; 

II. Whether any Amendment or 
amplification of the present law is desir- 
able in connection therewith ; 

III. If so, to what extent any such 
alteration of the law could be made 
equally applicable to foreign vessels.—— 
(The Earl of Dudley). 


Agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Five o'clock till  to- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 28th July, 1902. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL, 
FINCHLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BIL 


ae 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
LEICESTER CORPORATION BILL 


[Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


NORTH ANDSOUTH SHIELDS ELECTRIC 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps] (KING’S CON- 
SENT SIGNIFIED). 

Read the third time, and passed, with 

Amendments. 


ROSSENDALE VALLEY TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lorps], 


WREXHAM DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


MENAI BRIDGE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL RILL [(Lorps]. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made, Bill to be read the third time. 
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WHITSTABLE IMPROVEMENT BILL 
[LoRpDs] (BY ORDER). 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


Returns, 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY (No. 1 AND No. 3) 
BILL [Lorps] anp CHARING CROSS, 
EUSTON, AND HAMPSTEAD RAIL- 
WAY (No. 2) BILL [Lorps], ConsoLipaTED 
tINTo ‘* CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL [Lorps].” 
Reported, with Amendments; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 12). 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
Committee on Group 12 of Railway Bills: 
That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Wednes- 
day next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. 


teport to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be 
tomorrow. 


YSTRADFELLTE WATER BILL [Lorps], 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL [Lorps], 


NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lorps], 


SADDLEWORTH AND SPRINGHEAD 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lorps]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Clay Cross 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Consett Water Bill 
{Lords}, Rhondda Urban District Council 


Tramways Bill {Lords}, without Amend- | 


ment. 


£COMMONS} 


considered 
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PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Eccles against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions for alteration: From Lei 
cester; and Standish ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
ATTENDANCE). 


Petition from Bradford, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


(SCHOOL 


FOOD AND DRUGS ACT AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Bermondsey, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 

Petitions in favour: From Ripon; 
Coleraine; and Carmarthen: to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, -ETC. 


| EAST INDIA (FOREIGN COMPETITION, 


LOCOMOTIVES) 
Return [presented 25th July] to be 
printed. [No. 298.] 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS (GENERAL 
REPORT). 

Copy presented, of General Report to 
the Board of Trade upon the Accidents 
that have occurred on the Railways of 
the United Kingdom during the year 
1901 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
Copy presented, of Despatch by 
General Lord Kitchener, dated 23rd 
June, 1902, relative to military opera- 
tions in South Africa [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHARITABLE DONATIONS AND 
BEQUESTS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Fifty - seventh 
Annual Report of the Commissioners 
of Charitable Donations and Bequests 
for Ireland [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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Questions. 
ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 TO 1879. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 26th July, 1902, directing that 
the Town of Cardiff shall, for the 
Summer Assizes, 1902, be the place 
where Assizes are holden in and for the 
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SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 


ended 3lst March 


under Rule 2 of the Regulations drawn 

up under Section 6 of the Act, to hold 

Civil Employment of profit under Public 

Departments [by Act]; to lie upon the 

Table, and to be printed. fNo. 299.] 

COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTIONS 1898 

AND 1901. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 23rd June ; Mr. Lough]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
300. ] 

LONDON (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
ACT, 1894 (ACCOUNTS UNDER SEC- 
TION 1 (7) OF THE ACT). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 21st July : Wr. (rrant;Lawson] ; 


(No. 301.] 
EVICTIONS (IRELAND.) 

Copy presented, of Return of Evictions 
in Ireland for the quarterfended 30th 
June 1902 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
of the House. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRE- 
LAND.) 


Accounts of Receipts and Expenditure 
for 1901, with Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon | by 
Act]; to be printed. [No. 302.] 


(APPLICA- 
BY LOCAL 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION 
TION OF FUNDS 
AUTHORITIES). 


to which, and the manner in which, 


Local Authorities in England and Wales 
have applied Funds to the purposes of 
Technical Education (including Science, 
Art, Technical, and Manual Instruction) 
during the year 1901-2 under the 
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County of Glamorgan [by Act], to lie | 
} upon the Table. | 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


Return ordered, “‘ showing the extent | 
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following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs 

/and Excise) Act, 1890; Technical In- 
| struction Acts, 1889 and 1891; Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889 ; and 
Public Libraries and Museums Acts.” — 
(Sir John Gorst.) 


Questions. 


WUESTONS AND ANSIVERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Copy presented, of Return for the. 
a 1902 of the, 
) Army and Navy Officers permitted, 


India—Re-armament of Native Army 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of state for India, 
seeing that the Government of India 
have earmarked for the current financial 
year a sum of £327,000 for the purpose 
of continuing the programme of re- 
armament of the Native Army of India, 
wil! he state by what date the entire 
Native Army is expected to be re-armed. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) It is hoped that the re- 
armament of the Native Army may be 
completed in the course of next financial 
year. 


Military Factories to render India self- 
supporting in War Material. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state the names 
of the factories in India which are at 
present engaged in the manufacture of 
war material with a view to render India 
independant of Great Britain for war- 
like stores; and will he say how many 
Europeans and how many natives of 
India are employed in these factories. 

(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) The names of the factories 
for which the hon. Member asks are as 
follow :—Foundry and Shell Factory, 
Cossipore; Ammunition Factory, Dum 
Dum; Ammunition Factory, Kirkee ; 
Gun Carriage Factory, Fatehgarh; Gun 
Carriage Factory, Bombay ; Gun Carriage 
Factory, Madras ; Harness and Saddlery 
Factory, Cawnpore; Harnessand Saddlery 
Workshops, Madras ; Proof Department, 
Balasore; Boot Factory, Cawnpore ; 
Clothing Agency, Calcutta; Clothing 
Agency, Madras. I am unable to state 
the number of Europeans and natives 
employed in these factories. 
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Darjeeling Municipal Council. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India, seeing that the meetings 
of Municipal Council of Darjeeling are 
frequently postponed for want of a 
quorum, will he consider the expediency 
of suggesting to!the Government of 
Bengal the desirability of devising some 
better system of representation than that 
which at present prevails. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I must refer the hon. Mem- 
ber to the answer given to his Question 
on the same subject on 13th of May, in 
which I stated that the matter was one 
for the decision of the Government of 
Bengal, and that I did not propose to 
interfere with their discretion. 


Salt Supply to Khairpur. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state at what 
price salt is supplied by the Government 
of India to the native State of Khairpur, 
and at what price it is resold to the sub- 
jects of that State. 


‘(Answered by Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) Under a special agreement 
with the State of Khairpur, a quantity 
of salt, sufficient for the consumption of 
its population, is supplied free of duty to 
the State at thecost of manufacture and 
transport, I believe about nine annas 
per maund ; and the State retails the 
salt at a price fixed by itself, which, how- 
ever, must not be lower than that pre- 
vailing in the adjoining British district. 
I understand that the price charged at 
present is 3 rupees 12 annas per maund. 


Coronation—India Office Reception— 
Charge on Indian Revenues. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will give the details of the 


expenditure of £7,000, stated to have) 


been incurred from the revenues of India, 


in connection with the reception held at | 


the India Office on 4th July. 


(Answered ly Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.) I have 
of the expenditure complete, but, as the 
contracts made were few, there will 
be no difficulty in giving the informa- 
tion the hon. Member asks for. 
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not all the details | 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether, 
seeing that the auditor of the accounts 
of the Secretary of State in Council 
is empowered by Statute to examine 
and audit the accounts, he is em- 
powered to examine for this purpose 
officers and servants of the India Office 
establishment, and to summon before 
him any such officer and servant, and 
that he is required to report on such 
accounts, and to noté any case in which 
money arising out of the revenues of 
India has been appropriated to other 
purposes than those to which they are 
applicable under Statute ; will he state 
when the auditors remarks upon the 
expenditure connected with the India 
Office reception of 4th July will be laid 
before Parliament. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Secretary Lord Geary 
Hamilton.) The Report of the auditor 
on the accounts for the year 1902-5, 
which will include the expenditure con- 
nected with the State Ceremonial of the 
4th of July, 1902, will be laid before 
Parliament, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the 52nd and 53rd sections of 
the Act for the Better Government of 
India (21 and 22 Vic., c. 106), within 
the first fourteen days during which 
Parliament may be sitting after the Ist 
day of May, 1904. 


Glasgow Tramways—Lifeguard. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade, in view of the Report 
of the Board of Trade Inspector on the 
V-shaped wooden plough lifeguard, with 
which some of the tramcars of the Glas- 
gow Corporation are fitted, whether he 
will consider the expediency of recom- 
mending the Glasgow Corporation to 
discontinue the use of this lifeguard. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Such a recommendation has already been 
made to the Corporation. 


| Dingwall and Cromarty Light Railway 
| Order. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will state what 
progress has been made with the pro- 
| posed scheme for the construction of a 


light railway between Dingwall and 
| Cromarty. 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Tke Light Railway Order to authorise 


the scheme in question will, it is expected, | 


be ready very shortly for confirmation 
by the Board of Trade. 


settled. 
Return of Fleets, 
si CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 


Secretary to the Admiralty when the 
Keturn of Fleets is likely to be in the 
hands of Members. 
(Ansur red hy Mr. 
fear that [ cannot 


lrnold-Forster.) I 


before the House rises, but every effort 
is being made to complete it by the 
earliest possible date. 


H.M.S. ‘“‘ London.” 
Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): To ask the Secretary to the 


Admiralty whether he can state the, 


nature of the breakdown of the machinery 
ot H.M. battleship “ London,” and how 


long she is likely to be under repairs at | 


Malta. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) \t 
has been found that the condenser glands 
and ferrules of H.M.S. ‘ London”’ re- 
quire repacking and tightening. The 
work will occupy about fifteen days. 


Coronation Naval Review. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(Woolwich): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether arrangements have 
been made for inviting Members of 
Parliament, Colonial Premiers, or other 
guests of the State now in this country, 
to attend the forthcoming Naval Review ; 
and, if so, whether he will state what 
facilities for the inspection of the Fleet 
will be afforded to those invited, ard 
whether the tickets issued for the 
Coronation Review, fixed for the 28th of 
June, will hold good for the forthcoming 
Tevlew. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnold-Forster.) If 


{28 Ju 


Some matters | 
of drafting are all that remain to be | 


promise that this | 
Return will be in the hands of Members 
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| Members proposing to attend the Review 
'are invited to write their names. Two 
tickets will be issued to each Member, 
/one of them being for the personal use 
of the Member of Parliament to whom 
it is issued. Tickets issued for the 28th 
June will not hold good for the coming 
|Review, as the arrangements will be 
different in many respects to those made 
| on the earlier occasion. The Admiralty 
are taking steps to meet the views of 
| Colonial Office and Foreign Office re- 
| spectively, with regard to the guests of 
| the State and the Colonial Premiers now 
‘in this country. 


Questions. 


North Western District Post Office— 
Retirement of Mr. Stump. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
| To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
' he will state what are the special qualifi- 
cations which necessitate the retention 
of the inspector, Mr. E. Stump, at the 
North Western District Office, after 
attaining the age of sixty, and if he can 
give the probable date of this officer's 
retirement. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
‘Mr. Stump is a thoroughly efficient 
| officer and one of the best in his district. 
'In these circumstances the Postmaster 
|General sees no reason to call upon him 
| to retire at present. 


| Killorbee (Longford) Postal Arrange- 
| ments. 


| Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
| To ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
| whether any complaints have been re- 
ceived from the Killorbee, County Long- 
| ford, postal district as to the delivery of 
‘letters in that district ; whether, seeing 
'that residents in the village get their 
| letters at 8 a.m., persons residing not in 
‘the village but in the townland on which 
it stands have to wait till 12 noon, an 
arrangement can be made to inelude all 


in the one delivery. 


| 
| (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 





it appears that a considerable number of | It does not appear that any complaints 
Members desire to attend the Review, | have reached London respecting the 
the Admiralty will endeavour to provide | arrangements for the delivery of letters 
the necessary facilities. A book has been in the Killorbee postal district, County 
placed in Mr. Speaker’s office, in which | Longford, but inquiry will be made on 





1347 (Juestions, 
the subject, and the result will be com- 
municated to the hon. Member as soon 
as possible. 


Kenmare (Kerry){Marine Works. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland (1) whether, in view 
of the fact that the Congested Districts 
Board has stated that it has no funds at 
its disposal to effect improvements in 
the harbour accommodation at Kenmare, 
County Kerry, he will consider the claims 
of that port for assistance when the 
funds available under the Marine Works 
(Ireland) Bill are allocated ; (2) can he 
state whether any, and, if so, what, 
money at the disposal of the Congested 
Districts Board since its inception has 
been spent on marine works at Kenmare ; 
(3) and will he give the Report of the 
surveyor or engineer employed by the 
Congested Districts Board to report on 
the existing state of the pier and harbour 
accommodation. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
claims of this harbour will be considered 
with those of others. No money has 
been expended by the Congested Districts 
Board on marine works at Kenmare. 
The Report referred to at the conclusion 
of the Question is a confidential docu- 
ment, which it would be contrary to 
practice to publish. 


King’s Scholars Examinations. 

Mr. BOLAND: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether he will state the date 
or dates on which the King’s Scholars 
Examination, or the entrance examina- 
tion for admission into training colleges 
was held in England and Wales in 
1900, 1901, and 1902; the date on 
which the results of this examination 
were made known to the candidates 
and to the training college authorities ; 
the date or dates on which the examina- 
tion for teachers’ certificates, and the 
examination for King’s Scholars at the 
end of their course of training was held 
in England and Wales in 1899, 1900, 
and 1901: the date on which the 
results of this examination were made 
known to the candidates and to the 
training college authorities; the date 
or dates on which the examination for 
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monitors at the end of their periods of 
service, and for candidates for entrance 
to training colleges, was held in Ireland 
in 1900, 1901, and 1902; the date on 
which the results of this examination 
were made known to the candidates 
and to the training college authorities ; 
the date or dates on which the Examina- 
tion of King’s Scholars at the end of 
their course of training was held in 
Ireland in 1899, 1900, and 1901; and 
the date on which the results of this 
examination were made known to the 
candidates and to the training college 
authorities. 


(Answered hy Mr. IVyndham.) YT have 
no information in respect to the first 
part of the Question. ‘The examinations 
of monitors in Irish national schools, 
at the termination of their periods of 
service, and of candidates for entrance 
to Irish training colleges, were held in 
Easter week in the years 1900, 1901, 
and 1902. The results of these 
Examinations were advised to the 
authorities of the training colleges in 
1900 and 1901 on the 3ist July, and 
the Commissioners hope that the advices 
of the results of this year’s examination 
will be ready before the close of the 
current month. A detailed statement 
of marks is sent to each candidate at 
or about the same time that the results 
are notified to the training colleges. 
The examinations of King’s scholars 
in Irish training colleges were held 
in the first week of July in each of 
the years mentioned. The results of 
these examinations were notified to the 
authorities of the training colleges on 
the 31st August 1899, 10th September 
1900, and 5th October 1901. The 
details of answering were sent to each 
King’s scholar on 3lst August, 27th 
September, and 3lst October in the 
three years, respectivel; 


Irish Intermediate Education—Science 
Syllabus. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland on what ground 
have the Professors of Chemistry and 
Physies of the Royal College of Science 
for Ireland not been consulted in the 
framing of the Science Syllabus adopted 
by the Board of Intermediate Education 
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as framed by the Department of Agri- 


culture and Technical Education. And 
whether he will now ascertain the views 
of the Professors of Chemistry and 
Physics in the College of Science with 
reference to the merits and educational 
value of the Science Syllabus. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It has 
already been stated that the Science 
Syllabus was framed by the new Depart- 
ment upon the advice of its own 
educational experts. The two Professors 
of Physics and Chemistry at the Royal 
College of Science were not consulted 
in the matter, it not being considered 
necessary to do so. One of them gave 
a course of instruction to teachers in 
secondary schools in order to prepare 
them to introduce the syllabus into 
their schools. At the close of the 
course of instruction his observations 
on the syllabus were invited, in common 
with those of various other professors 
who conducted similar courses, and such 
observations will be duly considered by 
the Department. The second professor 
referred to in the Question declined to 
conduct a similar course of instruction, 
on the ground that he had no desire 
to undertake extra work at the close 
of a long session. 


Magheralough (Tyrone) Roads. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that dissatisfaction exists at the 
delay in carrying out the proposal of the 
Tyrone County Council to widen a road 
in the townland of Magheralough, in 
the rural district of Tullick ; and, seeing 
that an order for the acquisition of the 
land necessary was given by the Judge 
of Assize in July 1901, but the appoint- 
ment of an arbitrator was made only last 
month, will he explain the cause of this 
delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
order of the Judge of Assize was not 
sent to the Local Government Board 
until January last. The maps and 


schedules were not furnished until April. 
The schedules were then found to differ 
from those attached to the Judge’s order, 
and, further correspondence becoming 
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necessary, the Board was not in a position 
to appoint an arbitrator until the 5th 
June. 


Kinwara (Galway) Harbour. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he received a copy 
of a resolution passed at a public meeting 
in Kinwara, county Galway, in reference 
to the condition of Kinwara Harbour ; 
and, seeing that vessels are obliged to 
anchor far out in the harbour on account 
of the condition of the pier, whether it 
is proposed to include Kinwara Harbour 
amongst the places to be scheduled 
under the Marine Works (Ireland) Bill. 


(Answered hy Mr. Wyndham.) The re- 
solution has been received. As already 
stated, I cannot, at the present stage, 
indicate the particular works of this 
description to which the Bill, should it 
become law, will apply. 


Army—Reserve Officers Promotion. 

CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): To ask the Secretary of State tor 
War whether, in view of the delay ex- 
perienced by the reserve of ofticers in 
regard to the question of promotion, he 
can now fix a definite date when pro- 
motion shall be given. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The names will be announced shortly. 


South African hee ~ teem Yeomanry— 
edals. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
decision come to by the War Ottice that 
troops landing in South \irica aiter the 
31st May would not be entitled to re- 
ceive either medals or gratuity refers to 
the Yeomanry raised under the Special 
Army Order of the 9th of January; 
and, if so, whether exception can be 
made in their case, seeing that they 
were detained for four months at Alder- 
shot instead of two months, as originally 
arranged. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Imperial Yeomanry enlisted tor 
service in South Africa do not differ in 
this respect from the Regular Forces, 
and will be treated in accordance with 





1351 Questions. 


June. The detention at Aldershot was 
due to the necessity of securing proper 
training betore proceeding to South 
Africa, and does not appear to justify 
any distinction being made _ between 
these men and those in the Regular 
Forces who arrived in South Africa 
subsequently to the date in question. 


Transport—Conveyance of Government 
tores to South Africa. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 
Secretary of State tor War whether he 
will state the system adopted by the War 
Office in arranging freight for the con- 
veyance of Government stores and 
material to South Africa; whether the 
War Office acts through the Admiralty ; 
if so, whether the Admiralty books 
directly with the steam ship lines, or 
through a broker or agent; whether, if 
so, the broker or agent invites tenders 
from all sources, and accepts the lowest 
tender. 


(Answered by Mr, Arnold-Forster.) The 
arrangements for the conveyance oi 
Government stores to South Africa or 
elsewhere are made by the Admiralty, 
who employ for this purpose a shipping 
agent under the direction of the Director 
ot Transports. Tenders are invited by 
advertising the Government require- 
ments at the Shipping Exchange, the 
office of the Admiralty agent, and at the 
Baltic when necessary, and the offer 
which is considered most advantagecus is 
accepted. 


Medals for Army and Volunteer Nurses. 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether any reward or 
distinction, other than the South African 
war medal, has been given to any of the 
nurses who served in South Africa; if 
so, whether such reward has been con- 
ferred upon Army nurses only or upon 
volunteers also; and if any difference 
has been made in the treatment of these 
classes of nurses, what are the grounds 
upon which this has been done. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | 


The decoration of the Royal Red Cross 
has been awarded to certain Army and 
Volunteer Nurses who were officially 
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recognised. Distinctions of various 
grades have also been awarded by the 
Grand Prior of the Order of St. John of 
Jerusalem on the recommendation of the 
War Office to Nurses and Volunteers 
officially recognised. 

(2.15.) V“UESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South Africa—Lord Milner and the 
Cape Constitution. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether his 
attention has been drawn to a_ public 
statement made by Sir Gordon Sprigg on 
the 6th instant with reference to Lord 
Milner’s views upon the suspension of the 
Cape Constitution, that Lord Milner has 
no jurisdiction in the Cape, that he is 
High Commissioner, that his duties are 
entirely outside the Cape, and that the 
Governor of the Colony represents the 
Crown; and will he state whether the 
High Commissioner has any, and, if so, 
what, duties in relation to Cape Colony ; 
and, if not, whether he has made any 
communication to Lord Milner on the 
subject. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick (Surrey, Guildford) 
—-(for Mr. J. CHAMBERLALN): I have seen 
the statement referred to, which appears 
to be correct, but I am not aware that 
Lord Milner has claimed any jurisdiction 
within the Cape Colony, and I have not 
thought it necessary to take any action 
in the matter. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS asked whether 
Lord Milner did not communicate his 
views on the suspension of the Cape 
Constitution. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Lord 
Milner advised a deputation of the South 
African League to bring pressure to bear 
on the Imperial Government ! 


Lendy Estate, Rhodesia. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the assets of the 


estate of the late James Murray, «lias 
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M‘Gowan, alias M‘Gavan, arising out of 
his share ot the Lendy Estate, have yet 
been realised by the executor dative, the 
Secretary of the Salisbury Board of 
Executors in Rhodesia, South Africa; 
and, if not, seeing that this man’s parents 
are living in destitution in Longford, he 
will direct an inquiry to be made to 
ascertain the cause of the delay. 


Mr. BRODRICK—(for Mr. J. CHAm- 
BERLAIN): I understand that the answer 
is in the negative. I will cause inquiry to 
be made through the High Commissioner, 
but I believe the fact to be that the 
Lendy property, consisting of ten farms, 
could not be realised some twelve months 
ago owing to the fact that several of the 
co-owners could not be found, and that 
consequently transfer could not be 
effected. 


2nd Life Guards—Officers’ Horse-Play. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that a second 
lieutenant of the Second Life Guards 
was roughly handled by certain of the 
officers of that regiment, and his quarters 
damaged by them; whether he can in- 
form the House of the reason of this 
attack ; and if an inquiry into the matter 
has been, or, if not, will be, instituted, 
and the implicated persons punished. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
Before the right hon. Gentleman answers, 
may I ask whether, in his opinion, this 
alleged outrage has not been grossly ex- 
aggerated both in the Question and in the 
Press. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The answer to both 
Questions is that the case is being investi- 
gated by a Board of officers. 


Sandhurst College—Incendiary Fires and 
Disturbances—Indiscriminate punish- 
ment of Cadets. 

Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is yet in a 
position to make any statement in regard 
to the Sandhurst incident and the in- 
vestigations of the Commander-in-Chief. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Commander- 
in-Chief has completed his inquiry into 
the Sandhurst incident, and the addi- 
tional evidence which has come to light 
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has made it possible for him to exonerate 
all but two of the cadets who were 
rusticated. Arrangements have been 
made for examination by which those 
exonerated will, if successful, lose no 
seniority. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: May 
I ask whether, in view of the fuller 
evidence that has come to light, the case 
of the three servants sent away at the 
same time will be reconsidered ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The cases of the 


three servants are under consideration. 


Roman Catholic Chaplains for the Navy. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, Co., W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state on whose recommendation 
Roman Catholic chaplains to the Navy are 
appointed; and whether any Roman 
Catholic ecclesiastics are consulted as to 
the appointments and remuneration of 
%oman Catholic chaplains to the Navy. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The appointments of Roman 
Catholic chaplains are made on _ the 
recommendation of the Cardinal Arch- 
bishop of Westminster. Any recom- 
mendations made by the Cardinal on the 
subject of their remuneration also receive 
full consideration. 


CaptaAIN DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Are Irish ecclesiastics consulted at all in 
this matter ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Cardinal 
Vaughan is the only one consulted. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: But are not the 
appointments mainly made on the 
recommendation of a Church of England 
clergyman—the chaplain of the Fleet ? 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question has been fully answered. 


Naval Gunnery. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (Wool- 
wich) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the Admiralty will 
consider the advisability of having the 
names of the two best heavy gun shots on 
each station published, in asimilar manner 
to that already done with regard to 


the best rifle shots in the Fleet. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As 1 
stated in reply to the hon. Member for 
Chester on the 18th inst., the question 
whether any further steps can be taken 
to mark the supreme importance ot 
proficiency in gunnery is being carefully 
considered, and the suggestion made by 
the noble Lord has already engaged the 
attention of the Admiralty. Apart, 
hewever, from other objections, it is 
considered that the different conditions 
under which individual ships carry out 
their prize firing render it impossible to 
institute personal comparisons in the 
manner suggested. At the same time, 
it is hoped that some other method of 
recognising and distinguishing excellence 
in firing not open to the objections 
referred to may be found. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
whether, when this matter is being 


considered, the advisability of making | 


some addition to the pay of the gun 
captains will be considered. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
additions made already to the ordinary 
pay of all gun captains. 


India—Weather Telegrams. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
called to the delay in the publication of 
the weekly telegrams received from the 
Viceroy of India; and whether, having 
regard to the commercial importance of 
the-information contained in these tele- 
grams, he can make arrangements for 
their delivery to the Press on the day of 
receipt or at least on the day following. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (LordG. Hawmirton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The hon. Member is re- 
ferred to the answer which I gave toa 


similar (uestion asked by the hon. 
Member for Camborne on the 25th 
instant.+ I may add that, owing to the 


time at which these weekly telegrams 
have hitherto been received, and to the 
intervention of Sunday, a delay of two 
days in their publication has been un- 
avoidable: but I have asked that the 
time of their despatch from India may 
be changed for the future. 


f See page 1266, 
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Mr. C. P. SCOTT: Is the noble Lord 


aware that the telegram of last Saturday 
week was not published until thefollowing 
Thursday ! 


(Juestions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There was a 
necessary delay of two days, as I said, on 
account of its arriving on a Saturday, 
and there was also some delay in the 
printing. 


Australian Immigration Restriction Act 
—Provisions as to Deserters. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is yet in a position to state 
the result of inquiry into the working of 
the Australian Immigration Restriction 
Act, 1901, especially as regards the 
penalty of £100 imposed by it upon the 
master or owner of any vessel from 
which any prohibited immigrant enters 
the Commonwealth; whether he is aware 
that this penalty cannot be enforced in 
the case of deserters from vessels belong- 
ing to the United States and other 
foreign countries with which this country 
has treaty provisions relative to the 
treatment of deserters; and whether, 
seeing that the effect of the Act is to 
subject British vessels in a_ British 
Colony to a liability from which foreign 
vessels are exempt, he will take steps to 
place owners of British and foreign 
vessels on the same footing. 


THEUNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): I am advised that 
the Australian Immigration Restriction 
Act contains nothing whichinterferes with 
the Treaties concluded by His Majesty's 
Government under Section 238 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, for the 
surrender of merchan. seamen deserters. 
Deserters from foreign vessels are there- 
fore on precisely the same footing as 
deserters trom British vessels. 


City Fire Inquest. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL ( Armagh, 5.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the evidence 
given by Mr. Vaughan, one of His 
Majesty's inspectors of factories, at the 
City fire inquest, to the effect that 
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when he visited the premises after the 
fire no one was present but the manager 
of the firm, and that he was not given 
full information as to the work of the 
girls employed ; and, seeing this inspector 
admitted that the decision of the Home 
Office that the place was not a factory 
had been based on insutticient materials, 
whether he will ensure that in future 
such inspections shall be more complete. 


(Questions. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
Croydon): I have received a Report 
from Mr. Vaughan on this matter, and 
I find that the only defect in the 
information which he obtained from the 
manager was that he did not learn that 
one girl had been employed for about a 
month betore the fire in tying artificial 
sprays ot leaves to electric tubing for 
use as Coronation decorations. 1 am 
advised that this additional information 
does not affect in any way the decision 
that the premises were not a workshop 
under the Factory Act. Mr. Vaughan 
is an excellent inspector, and most 
careful in his inquiries; and the in- 
formation which he obtained in this 
case was amply sufficient for the 
purpose in view. The section of the 
Factory Act with regard to means of 
escape from fire would only have applied 
if there had been a workshop employing 
forty persons. 


Tolis on Registered Tonnage. 
Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
that the 


he is aware registered 
tonnage of a number of steamboats 


is one-fourth of their carrying power ; 
and, seeing that tolls are only levied 
on the registered tonnage, will he 
take steps to protect the interests of the 
authorities who are responsible for the 
collection and expenditure of these tolls. 


Ture PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): The registered tonnage of 
British ships is ascertained by the applica- 
tion of the rules contained in the Second 
Schedule to the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, and there is no fixed relation 
hetween registered tonnage and carrying 
capacity. As 1 have previously stated, 
it is open to harbour authorities by 
means of local Acts to endeavour to 
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obtain power to levy dues based on a 
proportion of the gross instead of the 
net tonnage of vessels, and several 
authorities have secured such power. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman support 
endeavours by local authorities to obtain 
these powers ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In almost 
every case that has come before me | 
have done so, 


Vaccination—Glycerinated Calf Lymph. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, 
in view of the experiments of Dr. Rao, 
bacteriologist to the Government of 
Mysore, showing that glycerinated calf 
lymph contained organisms and was in 
no case sterile, he will consider the 
propriety of using some other lymph 
mixture which could be guarantee! to 
be free from disease germs. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, 8.): Dr. Rao tested the 
properties of glycerine and lanoline in 
eliminating extraneous micro-organisins 
from vaccine lymph. His experiments 
showed that under the conditions of a 
tropical country neither medium could 
be trusted always to render the lymph 
absolutely sterile, but lanoline was superior 
to glycerine, inasmuch as it interfered less 
with the proper activity of the lymph in 
vaccination. On the other hand, the 
bacteriologist of the Local Government 
Board has found that under the con- 
ditions of this country glycerine is better 
than lanoline for the purpose of eliminat- 
ing extraneous micro-organisms from the 
lymph and does not unduly interfere with 
the proper activity of the lymph. I do 
not at present propose to make any 
change in the methods adopted by the 
Local Government Board for preserving 
vaccine lymph. 

Elementary School Children at Religious 
Observances. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
he is aware that on Thursday, 29th May, 
children attending the day schools of 
St. Mark’s Church, Marylebone, were 
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conducted to a service in the church, 
at which incense was used and Holy 
Communion celebrated without the 
requisite number of communicants; 
will he say whether this treatment of 
scholars attending a public elementary 
school in receipt of a Government grant 
has the sanction of the Education 
Department ; whether they have power 
to prevent it; and, if not, will he take 
steps to obtain power to prevent such 
proceedings in the future. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.K., Holmfirth): I beg to ask the 
Vice President of the Committee 
of Council on Education whether 
he is aware that the children 
of the church school at Dorchester, 
Oxfordshire, are required to say the 
Hail Mary, to bow to the crucifix, to 
attend the children’s mass on saints’ 
days, and to bow to the altar; that 
several children who refused to bow to 
the altar have been caned on returning 
to school; and that children whose 
parents object to their going to mass 
are not allowed to take part in the 
school treat; and will he say what 
action he will take in the matter. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT or tue 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge 
University): I am informed that the 
school referred to in the Question of 
the hon. Member for the Exchange 
Division of Liverpool is not that of 
St. Mark’s, Marylebone, but that of 
St. Mark’s, Marylebone Road, which is 
an entirely different school. The Board 
of Education have no information as 
to the facts alleged. As to the Question 
of the hon. Member for the Holm- 
firth Division of Yorkshire, the facts 
suggested are not admitted by the 
correspondent of the Board of Educa- 
tion, and it is positively denied that any 
child has ever been caned for refusing to 
bow to the altar. But the religious 
instruction and observances in a public 
elementary school are subject to regula- 
tion by the managers and not by the 
Board of Education. Any attempt on 
the part of the latter to sanction or 
disallow the religious instruction or 
observances prescribed by the managers 
would be, in their opinion, contrary to 
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the spirit of the 97th Section of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870. 


Under the Conscience Clause no child 
can be required against the wish of the 
parent to attend such observances. It 
is the statutory duty of the Board of 
Education to prevent the infraction of 
this provision of the Elementary Eduea- 
tion Acts. But the Board of Education 
are of opinion that any extension of 
their dutes in this respect would be 
inexpedient. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR: May 
I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
it is not the fact that I supplied to him 
the name and address of a gentleman 
who would fully authenticate the state- 
ments in the (Question ? 


Sir JOHN GORST: I did not mean 
in any way to throw doubt on the facts 
as stated by the hon. Gentleman, but 
naturally it was my duty to communi- 
cate with the correspondent of the 
Board, and he wrote back to say that 
the people were away for their holidays, 
and that it was impossible for him to 
get information as to the accuracy of 
the facts mentioned. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: May I ask 
whether it is permissible to take 
children out of the schools to church; 
and also whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man has any answer to give to the 
latter part of my Question with regard 
to the school treat ? 


Sr JOHN GORST: I am told that 
there is no school treat—that the school 
is too poor to give a treat. That is one 
of the inaccuracies in the Question 
noted by the correspondent. With regard 
to the other Question of the hon. 
Member, I see’ no objection whatever 
to children being taken fron school to 
a place of worship. It is constantly 
done. 


Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Government will give facilities during 
the autumn session for the considera- 
tion of the Highland and Invergarry 
and Fort Augustus Railway Companies 
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Provisional Order. proposed to be pro- 
ceeded with under the Private Legisla- 
tion (Scotland) Act, 1899, as a private 
Bill, having regard to the fact that any 
delay will postpone the opening of the 
Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway, 
which will cause loss to the railway 
company, and be a source of great 
inconvenience to the district. 


Questions. 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- 
formed that it would be highly incon- 
yenient, and not in accordance with 
precedent, to set up an_ opposed 
Committee on a Private Bill during the 
autumn session. The’ hon. Member 
has already been informed that an 
Amendment to Standing Orders will 
be moved so as to admit of the pro- 
ceedings already taken being available 
for the prosecution of the Bill if intro- 
duced into Parliament next session. 


Bantry Fair. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that inconvenience to the 
buyers and sellers of cattle was ex- 
perienced at the fair held at Bantry, 
County Cork, on 16th instant, through 
the failure of the Cork, Bandon, and 
South Coast Railway Company to pro- 
vide a sufficient supply of wagons; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent 
the recurrence of this inconvenience. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No com- 
plaint in this matter has been made 
to the Board of Trade, and I have no 
information as to the circumstances 
referred to. If particulars are supplied 
to the Board I will cause a communica- 
tion thereon to be addressed to the 
railway company concerned, but the 
matter is not one in regard to which 
the Board have any compulsory powers. 


Telegraphic Addresses. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been drawn to the fact 
that on Wednesday last Mr. Robert 
Gibson, Limerick, received a wire from 
Kilrush; County Clare, signed Moody, 
and then got a notice stating that the 
reply which he sent could not be 
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delivered owing to insufficient address ; 
and whether, with the view of prevent- 
ing loss to the sender of the telegram, he 
will have an inquiry made into the 
circumstances ; and will he state when 
the result of the inquiry will be known 
of the inquiry being held at Limerick 
Post Office. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Inquiry is 
being made with respect to the non- 
delivery of the telegram to which the 
hon. Member refers, and the result shall 
be communicated to him. The Post- 
master General has received the Report 
of the officer entrusted with the inquiry 
into the Limerick office, and the several 
points of detail, which, as the result 
shows, require attention, are now being 


‘dealt with. 


Mr. JOYCE: Will | get a copy of the 
Report ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
I think not. 


Blasket Islands. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, seeing 
that no steps have yet been taken to 
build a pier at the landing stage from the 
Blasket Islands, Dingle Union, whether 
he will take some steps to enable the 
residents on the island to carry on com- 
munications with the shore. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
In July, 1900, the Congested Districts 
Board offered to contribute one-half of 
the estimated cost of a landing-place at 
Dunquin on the mainland, provided the 
work were carried out by the county 


authorities on approved plans. This 
offer was not accepted. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is the 


right hon. Gentleman aware of the fact 
that excessively high rates are charged, 
and that—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now arguing in favour of 
the right hon. Gentleman changing his 
view. 


3D 
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Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I want 


further information. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Then any further 
Question must be put down in the ordin- 
ary way. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes in the 
Longford Union. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland can he state the cause 
of delay in the sixth Labourers’ Act 
scheme in Longford Union; and, seeing 
that the arbitration inquiry is not being 
held, although all the legal formulas have 


been long since complied with, will he 


direct that the remaining stages be no 
longer delayed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not the fact 
that the legal formule have long since 
been complied with. New plans for the 
building of the cottages have been adopted 
by the District Council, and until copies 
of these have been supplied to the Local 
Government Board the loan cannot be 
sanctioned. The Board is also awaiting 
the receipt of necessary maps from the 
Council before directing the arbitration 
inquiry to be held. 


Annally (County Longford) Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will state the 
number of farms on the Annally, County 
Longford, Estate, purchase agreements 
for which were signed by the tenants ; 
how many of these tenants had their 
applications sanctioned, and how many 
were rejected ; and on what ground were 
any tenants’ agreements rejected ; and, 
seeing that twenty years’ purchase is 
being demanded in the case of these 
rejected tenants, will he request the Land 
Commission to reconsider these applica- 
tions with a view to sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
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applications for purchase received by the | 


Land Commission from tenants on this 
estate was 130, of which 110 were sanc- 
tioned. In the remaining twenty cases 
proceedings are at present pending, except 
in a few where the applications were for 
sums between £2 and £9, which the 


Commissioners considered should be paid | L 
|Parliament to distribute all that may 


by the tenants in cash. The Registrar of 
the Land Judges Court states that so far 
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as he is aware none of the tenants’ agree- 
ments were rejected by the parties having 
carriage of the sale. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If I am able to 
show the right hon. Gentleman that nine 
or ten applications were rejected, Will 
he make further inquiry into the reason 
why ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, but my infor- 
mation is that twenty cases are still 
pending, and that none have been rejected. 


MacFarlane Estate, County Tyrone. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what is the cause of the delay in 
the sale to the tenants of the MacFarlane 
Estate at Fullagherin, County Tyrone; 
and, seeing that the estate has been in 
the Land Judges Court since 1882, and 
that a receiver was appointed in 1883, 
he can by means of the 40th section or 
any other procedure expedite the sale of 
the estate to the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sporting rights 
on this estate are reserved from 
The terms of purchase, subject to this 
condition, have been agreed to by all the 
tenants save three. If these latter persist 
in their demand, it is not unlikely, | 
understand, that the proceedings for sale 
will fall through. 


sale. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
the sporting rights on this estate belong 
to Judge Ross, the head of the Court, 
and that he has blocked the sale of the 
estate in order to secure them ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Irish Local Taxation Account, 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 
that the balance accumulated on_ the 
Local Taxation (Ireland) Account during 
the last three years is now close on 
£100,000, and is yearly increasing, he 
will say what accumulation he will con- 
sider sufficient to meet deficiencies, as 
specified in Section 58, Sub-section 5, of 
the Local Government (ireland) Act, 
1898; and when he intends to ask 


not be required for deficiencies. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the disposal of the unexpended balance 
on the Local Taxation Account is ad- 
mittedly one of importance, but Parlia- 
mentary action inthe matter must be 


(Juestions. 


postponed pending full consideration of | 
the recent Report of the Royal Commis- 


sion on Local Taxation. 


Birr Labourer’s Cottage Scheme. 

Mr. REDDY (Kings Co., Birr): I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on 4th November, 1899, the 
Birr (No. 1) District Council made a 
scheme under the Labourers’ (Ireland) 
Acts, in which they included a cottage 
for Patrick Cassidy in the townland of 
Kilnagally glebe; that, in consequence 
of some alteration of site, it was sub- 
sequently resolved to omit this cottage 
from the Provisional Order confirming 
the scheme on condition that it would 
be includedin a subsequent scheme since 
undertaken ; whether he is aware that 


the Local Government Board for Ireland : 


decline to include the cottage in the 
new scheme, although the necessary legal 
formulas have been gone through, on 
the ground that it was not specifically 
included in the last scheme ; and whether 
he will ‘ direct the Local Government 
Board to include the cottage on Kilna- 
gally glebe for Patrick Cassidy, without 
putting the council to the expense of 
taking out a Provisional Order in respect 
of one cottage. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The application 
was omitted from the Provisional Order 
in the first instance because the District 
Council failed to obtain the necessary 
consent of the parties interested to an 
alternative site. The consent was 
obtained subsequently to the issue of the 
Order, but the Council failed to include 
the case in the second scheme, and, not- 
withstanding the omission, requested 
the Board to include it in the Order con- 
firming this scheme. The Board was 
advised, however, that in the absence of 
a specific representation in respect of the 
alternative site, and as the case was not 
included in the second scheme, it had no 
legal power to comply with the wishes 
of the council. 


_ Mr. REDDY: 
Gentleman say why ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I have just stated 
the reasons. 


Questions, 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is it not the fact 
that the expense incurred for a scheme 
for one cottage is the same as that for 
100 cottages ? 


Craughwell (Sligo) Murder. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state on what grounds a prisoner named 
Finegan has been released from custody 
and a prisoner named Muldowney is 
still detained, although both were con- 
victed of the Craughwell murder eighteen 
years ago at Sligo; and will he state 
when Muidowney will be released. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The decision to 
release Finegan was arrived at by the 
Lord Lieutenant as dispenser of the pre- 
rogative of merey, and no reasons for 
its exercise, or non-exercise, can be given. 
I am unable to state when Muldowney 
will be released. This case, in common 
with that of any prisoner under a life 
sentence, will be specially considered 
under prison rules at the proper time. 


Irish University Commission. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
now state when the final Report of the 
Irish University Commission will be 
presented. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLFour, Manchester, E.): Since this 
Question was asked a week ago I have 
made further inquiries, and, as a result, 
the Commissioners have informed me 
they are at present unable to say when 
the Report will be presented. 


Mr. DILLON: Do they give any 
reason? Dothey propose taking further 
evidence ? 


| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: All they said 
| was that it was not possible to say when 
| the Report would be presented. 


Mr. DILLON: They were appointed 
| more than a year ago. 


3 D2 





(duc stions. 


Gibraltar Defences, 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, has 
the Report of the engineer, sent to 
Gibraltar in November, upon the data 
completed in April last, been now re- 
ceived ; if so, can he state its conclusions 
regarding the eastern harbour recom- 
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Questions. 


shall be in a position to make any state- 
/ment before the House rises next week. 
If any agreement were entered into at 
any time with the Atlantic Shipping 
Trust which involved any financial 
arrangement it would necessarily be 


| 
| arra 
| subject to the approval of Parliament. 
| 
| 


mended by the Gibraltar Committee in Meteorological Grant. 

March, 1901, as an imperative necessity.| Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask 
Do His Majesty’s Government propose, | the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
before acting on this Report, to submit | the Government, in giving the annual 
it to Mr. Stevens, the master attendant | grant of £15,300 to the Meteorological 
at Gibraltar: and have His Majesty’s | Council, will make it a condition that the 
tov me : > steps | high level and low level observatories at 
Government meantime taken any step | high level and low level ol t 

to diminish the exposure to fire of the | Fort William be maintained in a state of 
works on the western side, pointed out efficiency, or consider the advisability of 
by Captain Buckle in January, 1894, and making an additional contribution to the 





by Major General Slade and General | 
Sir George White in February, 1901, as | 
making the docks und anchorage un- | 
tenable, and as rendering it impossible | 
for the Gibraltar garrison to ensure | 
keeping Gibraltar open as a Naval base. | 
| 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Report | 
has been received, and is now under the | 
consideration of the Board of Admiralty. | 
I cannot at present make any statement | 
as to the contents of the document, nor | 
as to the steps which the Admiralty may | 
think proper to adopt in connection with | 
it. With regard to the last Question, I 
can only refer the hon. Member to what | 
has already been said in both Houses on | 
the subject. I cannot deal with it in 
answer to a (juestion. 


Atlantic Shipping Trust. 


| Mr. A. J. 
| 


Meteorological Council towards the ex- 
pense of properly maintaining these 
observatories. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I am at 
present advised, it would not be desirable 
to impose conditions on the Meteoro- 
logical Council or to inquire into this or 
that particular observatory. I am_ not 
prepared to give an answer to the last 


| part of the Question. 


Business of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
when the Marine Works (Ireland) Bill is 
to be taken ? 


3ALFOUR: I hope an 
opportunity will be found in the course 
of the present week, but I cannot say 


| 
| definitely. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to} 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


whether His Majesty’s Government pro- 
pose to make, before the House rises on 
Sth August, any statement of the policy 


they propose to pursue and the action, | 
if any, which they propose to take in| 


reference to the Atlantic Shipping Trust, 
which has recently acquired a large 
number of British vessels ; do they in- 
tend to afford any, and, if so, 
occasion to this House to discuss the 
effects of the Trust upon British 
and shipping: 


what | 


trade | 
and will they do this | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Willit 


| be put down as the first Order ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, I 
gave an undertaking that it should he 
substantially the first Order. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. 
| Gentleman give us particulars of other 
| business to be taken this week and next, 
and also when the stages of the Appro- 
priation Bill will be taken ? 


before entering into any binding agree- | 


ment with the Trust. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
there is practically no possibility that I 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Educa- 
| tion Bill will be taken on Wednesday as 
| well as tonight ; the Colonial Office Vvte 
| will be taken at the morning sitting on 
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Tuesday, and the Works Vote as first | 


order at the evening sitting. On Thurs- 
day Supplementary Estimates and Excess 
Votes at the morning sitting, and possibly 
the Irish Local Government Bill Com- 
mittee in the evening (I will say with 
more certainty tomorrow) ; the London 
Water Bill I hope may be taken on 
Friday, but again | cannot say for certain. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
Will not a Motion be necessary to enable 
a Bill to be taken on Thursday night 
instead of Supply ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; under 
the circumstances J shall be obliged to 
move one, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
li the Water Bill is not taken on Friday, 
what business will be substituted for it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There has 
been some difficulty as to the arrange- 
ment of Friday’s business, which prevents 
me from saying before tomorrow what 
will be Friday's business if the Water 
Bill is not put down. The Appro- 
priation Bill will be put down next 
week for Second Reading on Wednesday 
morning, and on Friday morning for 
Third Reading. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Why not 
put down the Supplementary Vote for 
the morning sitting on Thursday, and 
the Excess Vote for the evening sitting ? 
It is a very important Vote, involving 
an expenditure of more than three 
millions in excess of what has been 
sanctioned by Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that the demands on our time are so 
great that I cannot yield to my hon. 
friend’s wish. I hope there will be 
plenty of time at the morning sitting 
for all the business I have indicated. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What is to be the business for Monday 
and Tuesday next ? 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: They will be 
the concluding days of Supply. 
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SOUTH AFRICA—COURTS MARTIAL 
COMMISSION. 


Martial Commission. 


[MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


(2.50.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, 8.): I beg to ask leave of the 
House to move the adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public 
importance—namely, the composition of, 
and the scope of the reference to, the 
Commission appointed to inquire into the 
sentences imposed by military courts 
established by military law in the South 
African Colonies and Protectorates. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 
this is a definite matter of urgent publie 
importance within the meaning of the 
Standing Order. It will involve a dis- 
cussion of what are the subjects that 
ought to be referred to by the Com- 
mission—much too wide a question to 
be discussed on such «a Motion. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: With great 
respect, Sir, i will ask leave to con- 
fine my Motion to the composition ot 
the Commission, but | may mention that 
a Motion similar in terms to that I have 
asked leave to move was allowed on 5th 
July, 1900, in reference to the Hospitals 
Commission in South Africa. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has had the advantage of referring to 
the record of that incident, which | 
have not ; but still I must adhere to my 
raling, for it appears to me these are 
totally different questions, the one being 
what enquiry should be made into the 
management of particular hospitals, the 
other a question that may raise a general 
discussion upon the whole administration 
of martial law at the Cape. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In that 
case, Sir, will you allow me to curtail 
my Motion, so as to confine it to the 
“composition of the Commission /” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
may ask the leave of the House, but in 
the event of its being granted he must 
confine himself strictly to the composi- 
tion of the Commission. 


The Motion was then put, That Mr. 
Swirt MacNEILL be given leave to move 
the adjournment of the House for the 
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purpose of discussing a definite matter 
of urgent public importance, viz., ‘‘ the 
composition of the Commission appointed 
to inquire into the sentences imposed 
by military eourts established under 
martial law in South African Colonies 
and Protectorates,’ but the pleasure of 
the House not having been signified, Mr. 
SPEAKER called on those Members who 
supported the Motion to rise in their 
places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 17, until the evening sitting 
this day. 


PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 


Reported, from the Standing Committee 
on Trade, &v., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. | No. 303.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
303. | 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into consideration 
tomorrow, and to be printed. [Bill 282. | 


the 
| No. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A very brief 
statement will be required of me with 
regard to the Motion I have to propose, 
because at Question time on this and 
previous days I have been put through a 
course of interrogation which has elicited 
the main points of the programme the 
Government desire to dispose of before 
the summer holidays. Tonight and 
Wednesday will, I trust, enable the 
Committee with ease to dispose of Clause 
7 of the Education Bill. I shall not propose 
to enter on Clause 8 in the course of the 
present session, because I think the end 
of Clause 7 will be a convenient point at 
which to break off our debates. 1 hope 
also that some progress will be made 
with the Water Bill, though of this I am 
not so absolutely confident. These are 
the only two Bills which I think can be 
described as controversial the House will 
be asked to deal with before the adjourn- 
ment, which I hope will be on August 8. 
wo Irish Bills will require some discus- 
sion—not long, for they cannot be called | 
controversial; and even less so is the Bill 
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in charge of the Minister for Agriculture 
in relation to food and drugs. The 
House will also have to deal with the 
Lords’ Amendment to the Shop Clubs 
Bill, the Public Works Loans Bill, the 
Expiring Laws, the Isle of Man Customs, 
and the Pacifie Cable Bills, all non-con- 
troversial. There are also the Lords’ 
Amendments to the Licensing Bill, which, 
I am told, are not of such importance 
as to cause any serious inroad on 
Parliamentary time. In these circum- 
stances I ask the House to make the 
sacrifice 


of convenience which is 
habitual at the termination of the 
session, and which it has been the 


custom to make at a much earlier period 
than we have now arrived at. I believe 
the recent practice has been to suspend 
the twelve o’clock Rule for the remainder 
of the session about the 20th July. I 
have the gratification of remembering that 
the House has been asked to sit less after 
twelve o'clock during the present than 
inany previous session in Parliamentary 
history for a large number of years. 
[An Hon. Memper: Autumn session.] 
| am dealing, of course, with the session 
only so far as it has proceeded. What 
the Autumn session may bring forth I 
cannot say. 1 do not contemplate the 
probability, or even the possibility, of the 
House sitting aiter Coronation Day ; it 
is only some unforeseen accident that 
could produce so lamentable a conse- 
quence. The Motion I have to make 
wil! not be precisely in the form of 
which [ have given notice. By the 
courtesy of an hon. Member opposite, my 
attention has been drawn tothe drafting,7 
which, following the old model, would 
have the effect of depriving Members of 
the dinner interval. If it were carried 
as it stands, we should lose our dinner 
hour, and it might prove an inconvenient 
reminder of what has been gained by 
the new Rule. I beg to move the Reso- 
lution in this form :— 

“That, until the rising of the House on 
August 8th, Government business be not inter- 
rupted, except at half-past seven o'clock, under 
the provisions of any Standing Order regulating 
the sittings of the House ; and may be entered 
upon at any hour though opposed ; and that at 
the conclusion of Government business each 
day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House with- 
out (Juestion put.” 





+ The Motion of which Mr. Balfour had 
given notice had not the words “except at 
half-past seven of the clock in the afternoon.’ 
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Business of 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : On a point of order, I submit 
that this alteration can only be made 
alter notice. There are many Members 
who would prefer to sit during the one 
and a half hours from half-past seven to 
nine to sitting after midnight. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The alteration is 
quite in order. It somewhat diminishes 
the stringency of the original Motion. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: We think it 


increases its severity. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, until the &th August, Govern- 
ment business be not interrupted, except 
at half-past seven of the clock in the 
afternoon, under the provisions of any 
Standing Order regulating the sittings 
of the House; and may be entered upon 
at any hour, though opposed; and that 
at the conclusion of Government business 
each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn the 


House without (Juestion put.” —(V/r. 4.J. 
Pulfour.) 
sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Setting aside for the moment these little 
intricacies, may | observe that the right 
hon.Gentleman hassaid with periect truth 
und force that this habitual Motion has 
been moved later than usual. But look- 
ing back on the vears that have passed 
let us consider what have been the 
intentions of these annual Motions. The 
usual intention of the Motion has been 
to facilitate the progress of unopposed 
business, to wind up things, and enable 
the House to deal with small questions 
thrust aside by the larger controversies 
of the session; to, in fact, give the 
House elbow room after twelve o'clock 
transact humdrum but necessary 
business. Now let the House consider 
the occasion on which the Motion is 
made this year. We are in the middle 
of the discussion of the Education Bill— 
a great Bill exciting the most intense 
interest throughout the country, a Bill 
not only of a complicated character, but 
touching tosomeextent the inmost feelings 
and convictions of religious belief and the 
strong desire to adhere to the strict rules 
of political principle. The stage of the Bill 
at which we have arrived raises contro- 
versy in the acutest form. The right 


to 
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‘hon. Gentleman says the close of Clause 
7 would be a convenient resting place ; 
and so it would have been, for Clause 8 
‘opens a new subject which deserves to be 
taken not at the end of the present 
session, but with the full energy with 


which Members will return in the 
autumn. But the right hon. Gentleman 


has altered his Bill, and has imported 
into Clause 7 the very matters that 
deserve full consideration in Clause & as 
it existed. Therefore, we must under- 
stand, before agreeing to this Motion, that 
the liberty given to the Government to 
keep the House sitting after twelve o'clock 
will not be used for forcing through at 
this stage of the sitting this most im- 
portant part of the Bill. I do not wish 
to exaggerate the importance of these 
provisions, I do not wish to speak too 
strongly of the feeling they have created 
in the country, but I do say that nothing 
could be more foolish, even in the inter- 
est of those who approve of the provisions 
in the Bill, than to add to that feeling 
the further feeling that the assent of the 
House has been obtained under pressure 
at the end of an exhausting session. It 
must be remembered that this is not an 
ordinary session. We commenced our 
proceedings in January. It may be the 
case that we have had but few sittings 
after midnight, but nevertheless our 
sittings have been continuous and fa- 
tiguing, and it seems to me to be asking 
too much of the House to propose that 
we should necessarily conclude Clause 7 
of the Education Bill before we rise for 
the recess. 1 hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will be able to give an assurance 
that, whatever disposition he makes of 
the time of the House during the 
next fortnight, he will not keep the 
House sitting to a very late hour at night 
for the purpose of passing this Clause. 
It would be a most unfortunate thing, a 


most unwise thing, and I will go 
farther, and say it would be a most 


indecent thing, if such a question as this, 
affecting the dearest interests and the 
most intimate feelings of a large mass 
of the people, were dealt with in cir- 
cumstances of that kind. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man can give us any such assurance. 
{Ministerial cries of “ No, no!”] A great 
many hon. Members opposite appear to 
think that all-night sittings are some- 
thing to boast about and be proud of, 
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but I venture to say that that is not an 
effective way of dealing witha critical, com- 
plicated, and delicate question. Any law 
secured under such circumstances, when 
it deals with matters of this kind, will 
be the constant subject of attack and 
denunciation in the country for many 
years to come. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has, I understand, judging from 
what he has just said, rather given the 
go-by to the London Water Bill, but 
he does wish to proceed with the 
Education Bill. What I will say of 
this Motion is, that if the right hon. 
Gentleman has determined to proceed 
to the end of Clause 7 of the Education 
Bill, let it, at all events, be done in the 
light of day, when every part of the 
Bill is fully reported, and when the 
House is not sitting under any unusual 
or injurious strain. Let the right hon. 
Gentleman now say that he will not 
use this power, which, as I have said, 
has always been willingly given for the 
convenience of business of the House 
generally, but not in the interest of 
some particular Bill which the Govern- 
ment wish to press through. If the 
right hon. Gentleman will give the 
House some such assurance as that, 
he will do away with a great deal of 
the feeling of hostility with which we 
necessarily regard a Motion of this kind. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Without entering into the 
question of the late sittings, there is 
a good deal to be said from the point 
of view raised by the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite. As a rule, this Motion 
is made for the purpose of winding up 
the business of the session. I think 
the Leader of the House is largely in 
sympathy with the general principle 
that the work of this House ought to 
be conducted in what the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has called the light 
of day, or at any rate in what are called 
decent hours. It will be contrary to 
what has hitherto been recognised as 
a precedent, if an important clause 
is to be pressed through an impor- 
tant stage under such conditions. I 
do not think that my right hon. 
friend meant that. I hope it will be 
distinctly understood that we are not 
now giving our sanction to the pro 
Jongation of our sittings beyond 


Sir H., Camphbell-Banneriman. 
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ordinary reasonable hours, and that no 
attempt will be made to force through 
an important stage of the Bill under 
those conditions. 


*(3.5.) Sim CHARLES DILKE 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean): I am 
afraid we are being asked to do that 
which my right hon. friend.is anxious 
that we should not be forced to do. It 


is well known that the special object 
of this Motion is to force through 


Clause 7 of the Education Bill, which 
deals with this question of the popular 
management of schools, as to which it is 
really essentialthat people should know 
what is being done. That is the ground 
of our opposition to this Motion, but in 
addition I confess it seems tv me that 
we ought to extract from the Govern- 
ment some statement ot the kind which 
is usual in regard to the business 
generally. I do not know if it is the 
intention of the Leader of the House to 
make a full statement with regard to 
the other business which he means to go 
on with in the present session. If it is 
the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to make a full statement upon 
the Motion for the Adjournment, then, 
of course, it is not necessary for me 
to pursue that subject further today. 
There is one Bill, against which there 
are four notices from the Conservative 
side and two from the Liberal side, and 
if the custom of the House allowed it 
there would be a larger uumber—I 
refer to the London Elections _ Bill. 
According to the precedent of the 
previous years, this would have been the 
oceasion on which that Bill would have 
been dropped and the announcement 
made to that effect. No such intention 
has been expressed, and we ought to 
have an answer to this question now, 
or a promise of an answer on the Motion 
for the Adjournment. There is another 
matter which will not take long, but it 
is one which ought to be discussed in 
the course of the present week, or 
early next week. Every hon. Member is 
aware that two or three years aiter the 
event Parliamentary sanction is asked 
for for the transfer of certain items from 
one head of the Army Estimates to 
another. There is an annual general 
formal Motion made for the transfer of 
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these items for which Parliamentary sanc- 
tion has to be obtained, and for 


which, two or three years after, the 
consent of this House is obtained. Tho 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
knows that last year we were in- 
formed that the matter of the purchase 
of guns in Germany was one which 
could not be discussed on any KEsti- 
mates, because they were dealt with 
by transfers 


other Votes, but we were promised that | best course to take. 


{28 Juty 1902} 
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of words that could have been taken are 
those at the end of the new Rule, which 
prescribe that a Minister may make this 


| Motion after notice, but without debate. 


I think this would have been the better 
form, and I am quite sure it would have 
been a better thing for the Leader of 
the House to have made this Motion 
every day if necessary. Then the new 
Rules would not have been called into 


from the clothing and | question, and that would have been the 


The right hon. 


we should have an opportunity of discus- | Gentleman has, however, chosen to take 


sing this subject this year. I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to give the House 
that opportunity, in the presence of 
the ordinary means of communication 
between this House and the outside 
world, which has been denied to Parlia- 
ment for two and a half years. The 
transfer is an annual Motion which is 
made here about this period, and the 
House has never had any opportunity of 
dealing with the matter to which I have 
reterred. 
should be given an opportunity this 
year, and we were told that we should. 
It is that opportunity which ] now press 
for. There is another question which 
certainly arises today. Not a word has 
been said yet about the Rules of Proced- 
ure of this House, which have been left 
in an extraordinary position. Some of 
them have been hung up and suspended 
in an incomplete form, others have been 
passed as Sessional Orders, and a few of 
them have been made permanent. The 
whole scheme is incomplete—some have 
been dropped, and we do not know in 
what condition they stand. We ought 
to have from the Leader of the House a 





i this course, 


| 
| 


| 


We asked last year if we | 


general statement as to the course he | 


proposes to ask the House to take. We 
have been led to think, by the words of 


the Government, that so far as it is| 


necessary to deal with them in this 


session they would have been dealt with | 


before the Adjournment That is 
evidently not going to be the case. Is 
that one of the purposes for which we are 
be brought together in that Autumn, to 


further consider these Rules? We should | 


have a full explanation in regard to this 
question before the House rises for the 
recess, 

Mr. BOWLES 
Regis) : 


GIBSON 


which has been rendered 
more difficult by the Amendment which 
has been introduced. If we are to sus- 
pend the Twelve oClock Rule, in order 
to goon sitting all night, it is rather 
absurd to suspend the sitting at 7.30 and 
resume under what, I maintain, is the 
absurd position that you cannot test 
whether you have a House or not until 
ten oclock. As to the merits of this 
Motion, the right hon. Gentleman has 
truly said that this is a Motion which is 


' usually moved at the end of the session, 


(Lynn | 
My beliet is that the best form | 


but this is not the end of the session, for 
it is only the middle of it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said the end 


of the sitting. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman’s words were “end of 
the session,” but he meant “end of the 
sitting,” no doubt. But this is not the 
termination of the session, for it is only 
the middle of it. There is another point 
with regard to this not being the ter- 
mination of the session. We should have 
to pass the Appropriation Bill, with the 
result that when the end of the session 
actually comes—I presume some time in 
December—we should not have the oppor- 
tunity to which we are entitled, and 
which we usually have on the stages of 
the Appropriation Bill, of finally criticis- 
ing the acts of the Government during the 
session. As to the action of the new Rule 
I must say that this Motion comes most 
surprisingly from the right hon. Gentle 
man. When the new Rules were intro 
duced, and during the course of the dis- 
cussions upon them, it was intimated 
that the proposed changes were to he 
made in order that the Government 
might automatically have what they 
were entitled to ask of the time of the 
House. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was con- 


tended against the new Rules that there 
ought to be an opportunity of discussing 
the general course of business, such as 
existed under the old Rules, whenever 
the Government took the time of the 
House, but that, as the Government did 
not take the time of the House under 
the new Rules—it having been given— 
there would be no such opportunity. I 
always replied to that by saying that 
practically every Government found it 
desirable towards the close of the session 
to suspend the Twelve o’Clock Rule, and 
therefore an opportunity must arise on 
that occasion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I always 
understood that if there was any merit 
in the new Rules, it was that they 
avoided the necessity of the Government 
coming to the House for time—that it 
was obtained automatically—that by 
means of the new Rules, instead of taking 
the cherry in small pieces they bolted it 
whole. In spite of all this, and in spite 
of the greater amount of work which is 
claimed to have been put out under the 
new Rules, we have the right hon. 
Gentleman coming down with this very 
drastic measure, which is usual only at 
the end of the session. I am sorry the 
First Lord has had to confess that the 
Rules have not automatically provided 
him with all the time he requires 
although I think he has had a good deal 
of time—and that he has had to make 
this Motion. I do not know the form in 
which we should vote on the Motion ; 
I presume it is possible for an Amend- 
ment to be moved, to omit the words the 
right hon. Gentleman has added. As a 
supporter ot the Government, I do not 
intend to take that course myself, but 
somebody else may. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): I desire to say a word about the 
form of this Motion. As originally drawn, 
I thought it was not a bad form, and that 
the omission of the interval from half- 
past seven to nine o'clock was part of 
the scheme. If it had been, I should 
have supported it with pleasure, because, 
if we recovered that hour and a half of, 
at present, wasted time, there would 
really be no necessity to sit after mid- 
night at all. I would also submit that 
the words the right hon. Gentleman 
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proposes to introduce are themselves not 
free from difficulty. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean them to_ inelude 
Friday ? |‘ No.”] But the Amendment 
as it stands does include Friday, and the 
effect of the Resolution will be not only 
that we shall sit after midnight on 
ordinary days, but that Friday shall 
be subject to a Rule which has never 
been applied to any day whatever 
hitherto—viz., that instead of rising at 
half-past five the House will sit until 
half-past-seven. I submit that that is 
the inevitable result of the Resolution. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 


to dissent. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Then 
I would ask you, Sir, asa matter of order, 
whether the Motion as now proposed 
would involve the suspension of the 
Half-past Five Rule and the continuation 
of the sitting until half-past seven on 
Friday ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a ques 
tion of Order arising out of the Motion. 
It is for the House to say what would be 
the effect of a proposition laid before it. 
At present it appears to me that it 
would affect the Half-past Five Rule. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: | 
thought it right that the meaning of the 
Resolution should be distinctly under- 
stood. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I was not ruling on 
a question of Order. It isa matter for 
the House. I have only expressed an 
opinion. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Until 
I hear arguments to prove the con- 
trary, I shall assume that opinion to be 
correct; and I do not see how it can 
possibly be wrong. The Resolution 
clearly requires an Amendment limiting 
it to the first four days of the week, and 
excluding Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But I want it 
to include Friday. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : If an 
Amendment is proposed to omit the 
reference to hali-past seven. I shall 
support it, because it would give us the 
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hour and a half before nine o’clock, and | 
obviate the necessity jor sitting after | 
midnight. 


(3.25.) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Lam 
surprised at the right hon. Gentleman 
taking credit tor moving this Reso- 
lution at a later period than is customary. 
The one ground on which the Motion is 
usually made is that stated by the right 
hon. Gentleman himself on July 22nd 
last year, when he said— 


‘*T now propose to make the Motion, which 
for many vears has been made at this season of 
the vear, with a view to bringing toa closeas 
rapidly as possible the remaining business of 


the session.” 


Now, for the first time, as far as I can 
recollect, the Motion is made for the | 
purpose, not ‘of bringing to a close the 
remaining business of the session,” but 
of forcing through a certain amount of 
business in the middle of the session. 
instead of admitting that he is making 
a grave departure irom the practice of 
the House, the right hon. Gentleman 
actually makes it a virtue that he is 
bringing forward the Motion on July 2&th 
instead of July 22nd. The Motion is 
usually made the occasion of a full and 
frank disclosure by the Leader of the 
House of the business he proposes to take 
before the conclusion of the session, atid 
of the measures he intends to throw over. 
We are now asked to pass the Motion on 
theeve of an Adjournment, which in its 
essence does not differ from the Easter 
or the Whitsuntide recess, and we are 
denied the information on which alone 
the Motion is usually made. All the 
right hon. Gentleman did was to tell us 
the business he desired to take before 
August Sth. What virtue is there in the 
Sth? It is quite unheard of for a 
Minister to fix somearbitrary date, which 
is not the end of the session, and to pro- 
pose the suspension of the Twelve o’Clock 
Rule, in order to pass a certain amount of 
business by that date. With regard to this 
Motion being made the opportunity for 
discussing the general conduct of the 
business of the session by the Govern- 
ment, itis true that it was argued, when 
the new Rules were under consideration, 
that the opportunity afforded by another 
Motion would be taken away; but the 
right hon. Gentleman said that a Motion 
to suspend the Twelve o’Clock Rule. 
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would be made, and that that would 
give an opportunity for such a general 
review, at any rate once each year. 


The right hon. Gentleman has stated 
the business he hopes to take before 
August 8th. In my opinion. the pro- 
posal! te put down the Colonial Office 
Vote for an afternoon sitting, and some 
other vote for the evening sitting, is an 
outrageous farce, and a denial of a fair 
opportunity of discussion. Are we to 
be told that at a time like this, and after 
all these events that have occurred, and 
the condition of affairs in South Africa 


at the present moment, that the Colonial 


Office Vote is to be confined to one 
afternoon sitting? It would be more 
decent to closure it altogether. It is a 
perfectly monstrous thing that. at a time 
like this, when the remaining days of 
this portion of the session are being 


' snapped up, and only a few remaining 
* 5 


days for the allotted days of Supply, 
that we should be deliberately told 
beforehand, without any reference to 
the character of the discussions, and 
knowing the nature of the discussions 
that can be raised this year, that one 
afternoon is sufficient for the discussion 
of the Colonial Seeretary’s Vote? Then 
there are the Supplementary Estimates 
to be discussed, some of which will raise 
questions of enormous importance. To 
put them down for an afternoon sitting 
is not keeping faith with the House. 
The Government themselves agreed that 
these Supplementary Estimates are 
estimates for raising fresh services, and 
that they should not be included in the 
twenty-two ordinary allotted days; and 
[ maintain that that confession on the 
part of the Government involved a 
promise that a reasonable time would 
be given for the discussion of these 
new services. Does any one contend that 
an afternoon sitting is sufficient for that ! 
I say that it is absurd; and that, in 
my opinion, such an offer is not a fair 
redemption on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the pledge they gave during the 
debates on the new Rules. It is cus 
tomary at this time of the session for the 
House, if the Government desire to make 
acase for additional time, to take this 
opportunity of surveying the conduct of 
the business throughout the session, and 


the character of the session itseli. 








1383 Business of 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot review the whole session under 
this Motion. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not intend to go 
into a detailed survey of the session. | 
submit to your ruling, Sir, but my point 
is that we are entitled to consider two 
matters. First of all, the length of the 
session. We were called together on 14th 
January, and have been sitting ever since, 
which is a month longer than the 
ordinary length of the session, and, in 
the second place—and this is a point 
directly germane to the question at 
issue—we are now subjected to what may 
fairly be described as an intolerable strain, 
which compels the House to meet at two 
o'clock. The hon. Gentleman opposite, 
in the course of his speech, dwelt on the 
enormous importance of the retorm which 
had been achieved by the dinner interval 
and adduced that as an argument in 
favour of the new Rule. But I regard 
the Dinner Rule as a fraud. To those of 
us who dine in the House, it gives us no 
relief whatever, and in place of that we 
have an hour added toour labour in the 
middle of the day, which. I can assure the 
hon. Member, has enormously increased 
the strain of those who regularly attend 
the House. 1 watch with curiosity the 
conduct of the enthusiasts who are in 
favour of the new Rules. These hon. 
Gentlemen said that they would throw 
away briefs and sacrifice hundred guinea 
fees in order to be present in the House ; 
but, just as | expected, these enthusiastic 
patriots never or rarely appear in the 
House until five o'clock. ‘The Ministers 
themselves who come to the House at 
two o'clock feel the strain enormously. 
This new Rule, instead of being a reform, 
has been a great addition to the strain 
and endurance to hon. Members who 
attend the House regularly, and _ there- 
fore that is a strong argument, which 
should not be left out of sight at the 
present moment. When we are asked 
to sit after twelve o'clock, why should 
we be brought down to the House at 
two o'clock? In my judgment, eleven 
o'clock under the new rule is as bad as 
twelve o’clock under the old rule. I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman, in ad- 
ministering the twelve o'clock rule, will 
take that fact in view, and will not call 
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upon hon. Members to sit up to wun- 
reasonable hoursin the morning. I am 
strongly of opinion that, in the interests 
of the Education Bill itself—in which | 
am as much concerned as the right hon. 
Gentleman himself—all-night sittings on 
the 7th Clause at this season of the year 
will not be good for us. [ am 
convinced of that, and that if this 7th 
Clause is driven through the House in 
the small hours of the morning, a cry 
will be given to hon. Gentlemen oppos'te 
which the right hon. Gentleman will 
regret. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): 1 rise to confirm the 
statement of my hon. friend that this 
Motion is contrary, both in letter and in 
spirit, to all precedents for the conduct 
of the business of the House of Com- 
mons. As to the letter, it is a contradiction 
in terms to say that it is a Motion that 
has been made for the purpose of closing 
the session. It is not made for the 
purpose of closing the session at all. We 
all know what the purpose of this 
Motion is. It isin order to prevent the 
country having the opportunity of ex- 
pressing its views on Clause 7 of the 
Bill. That is the real meaning of this 
Motion. It is a Motion uponan Amend- 
ment which has been before the House 
only afew days. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not even adhered to the 
principle or the letter of the clause that 
he originally had in the Bill dealing with 
this matter. He has sprung on the 
House, | may say almost by surprise, 
this Amendment we are now considering. 
The object is to force this Amendment 
through the House without affording 
proper or decent time to consider it here, 
or to our constituents for expressing 
their opinion upon it in the country. 
Let it be thoroughly understood 
that that is the meaning of this 
Motion. And, as has been. said, 
it will exasperate this controversy and 
will lead the people outside to believe that 
the House of Commons has not given the 
time it ought to have given to this critical 
question—as critical question it is. I 
believe that we and our constituencies 
have never been fairly dealt with on this 
matter, and that the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman is really a trick to get 
through the critical part of the Bill at 
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hours of the night when the country 
cannot know what arguments had been 
used in its favour or against it. Therefore 
I say it is contrary to the spirit of the 
conduct of the business of the House of 
Commons, which has never endeavoured 
to keep from the judgment of the country 
matters of the most vital importance. We 
are asked to do that which, in my opinion, 
the House of Commons has never been 
invited to do, and which, if hon. Members 
respect themselves, they ought not to 
consent to. I was asked the other day 
by a friend what I thought of the new 
Rules, and [ said that I judged of things 
by results, and the result of these new 
Rules was an autumn session. We met a 
month earlier than usual, and we were 
told that by meeting that month sooner, 
we would be free at an earlier period. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
anything of the kind. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: Of 
course, if the right hon. Gentleman tells 
me that, | withdraw the statement at 
once. At all events, [ did think myself — 
I do not know from what source I derived 
the opinion—that when we met a month 
sooner we were not going to have an 
autumn and that with all the 
advantages of the new Rules, the Govern- 
ment were to have more time than ever 
formerly for the business of the House. 
As my hon. friend has asked, what 
has meeting an hour earlier done to get 
through with the business of the House 

' It has done nothing at all. I 


session, 


sooner . 
agree with what has been said that it is a 
great inconvenience to Members of the 
House—this early meeting. It has been 
productive of no good results at all. 
Everybody knows that the attendance is 
not as numerous as it used to be with the 
former hours. For these reasons, I think 
that, in the interests of fair debate, ard, 
above all, in the interests of our con 
stituents, the questions involved in Clause 
7 of the Bill should be thoroughly under- 
stood in the country, and that they should 
not be treated in the manner proposed 
and forced through the House of Commons. 
What has been the practice under the 
new Rules? We know that the attend- 
ance in the House at two oclock is not 
so numerous as it used to be at three 
o'clock. and the discussions are merely 
Iragmentary. ‘he right hon. Gentleman 
said that he had treated the House very | 
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fairly in regard to the Foreign Office Vote, 
the Army Vote, and the Navy Vote. We 
are this week to have the Colonial Vote. 
That Vote, of all Votes this session, is the 
most important of all. Under this Vote 
the Colonial conferences, South Airica, 
and everything else—matters of the 
most vital importance to this country— 
are dealt with, and yet, for the pur- 
pose of forcing Clause 7 of the Eduea- 
tion Bill through the House, it is to 
have a morning sitting devoted to it. 
Well, I say that that is not treating the 
House of Commons fairly. It has never 
been so dealt with in matters of great 
consequence, and to endeavour within a 
few hours to cram through the Colonial 
Vote is a thing entirely contrary to the 
ordinary practice of Parliament, and | 
think we ought to resist the attempt to 
treat a matter of such importance in 
that way. The new Rules seem not to be 
imprinted very strongly on the memory 
of the First Lord. His proposal is 
entirely inconsistent with the new Rules. 
He makes an Amendment which, in 
your opinion, is inconsistent with the 
new Rules. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: [ think 
you ought to address that remark to 
the Speaker. The Speaker's opinion is 
that it will include Friday. Are we 
to sit on after twelve o’clock midnight 
on Friday? Really, we want a little in- 
formation on this matter. Are the new 
Rules going to form part of the business 
of the autumn sitting? The attempt to 
treat this, which is the middle, and not 
the end of the session, on the conditions 
which are only applicable to the end of 
the session, is a thing entirely contrary 
to Parliamentary precedent and practice ; 
and I feel that, for every reason, we 
ought to resist this Motion, which, as | 
have said, is not fair to the House, and 
is not presenting the House in the light 
in which it ought to be presented to the 
country. It will be felt that a most 
critical part of the Education Bill is 
being—I was going to use the phrase— 
smuggled through the House of 
Commons, without the opportunity of 
having daylight thrown upon it, after 
twelve o'clock. This question is to be 
handled, and the country is not to be 
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allowed the opportunity of considering 
the reasonable Amendments brought 
forward by hon. Members. 


(3.48.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
speech of the right hon, Gentleman was 
filled with a great many statements for 
which there seems to be very little 
authority. He quite mistakes the diffi- 
culty that has arisen on the question of 
form. It may be that I failed to under- 
stand what the right hon. Gentleman 
dropped in the course of his speech, and 
that may have caused some misunder- 
standing between him and me. It is 
intended that we shall sit at present 
in two _ sittings — afternoon and 
evening — four days a week. During 
these days the sittings shall not be in- 
terrupted by the twelve o'clock rule. As 
regards Friday, the same course shall be 
adopted as was often adopted as 
regards Wednesday, namely, that half- 
past five should not see the termination 
of our sittings. Ido not anticipate that 
we shall be obliged to sit to a very late 


hour on Friday on that account, but it is ; 


to be anticipated that we shall sit on 
Friday, as on Wednesday under similar 
circumstances. The right hon. Gentleman 
and some other hon. Gentlemen were 
extremely indignant with the Government 
for allocating an afternoon sitting to the 
discussion of the Colonial Vote, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire fell into a blunder 
for which the hon. Member for East Mayo 
was responsible. The right hon. Gentle- 
man appeared to think that we were 
going to sacrifice a full discussion on the 
Colonial Vote in order to get more time 
for the Education Bill. That is a very 
delusive idea. The right hon. Gentleman 
has forgotten what the Supply Rule is. 
The time under the Supply Rule may 
have been improperly divided between 
the ditferent claims upon it, but it is one 
of the great advantages of that Rule that 
there never can be a question raised 
under it of sacrificing discussion in 
Supply for the discussion of controversial 
bills. As regards the allocation of an 
afternoon sitting to the Colonial Vote, the 
House knows the unfortunate reason which 
has caused the Vote to be so long delayed. 
While I frankly admit that I have 
given the evening sitting to the Office 
of Works Vote in consequence of an 
earnest demand made upon me, I think 


Sir Wiiliam Harcourt. 
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there is a collateral advantage. The 
considerable strain on my right hon. 
friend in dealing with the Vote will not 
be prolonged if it is disposed of at the 
afternoon sitting. That is not my 
motive, but, nevertheless, that is the 
effect. Of course, if it is madeclear tha 
the leaders of the Opposition disapprove 
of this allocation of time, I should 
greatly regret it, but I should feel 
bound to do what I could to meet 
their views. 

I pass from that—which has really no 
immediate connection with the Vote 
before us—to the question raised by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. He has asked me 
various questions as to the remaining 
business of the session. He asked 
particularly about the London Elections 
Bill and the new Rules. As regards 
the London Elections Bill, | do not think 
it is very probable that we shall hear 
more about it in the. course of the 
present session. It was brought in by 
my right hon. friend the President of 
the Local Government Board, in obedi- 
ence to a request from both sides of 
the House, as a_ non - controversial 
measure. It has proved to be a 
very controversial measure. Evidently 
those in favour of it have run away 
from their guns, or they do not re- 
present the great body of opinion they 
claimed to represent. In any case, I 
do not propose to expend time upon it. 
As to the Rules of Procedure, it is per- 
fectly evident to the House that we must 
make Standing Orders of those Rules 
which at present are only in the transitory 
phase of being Sessional Orders. Whether 
any other Standing Orders ought or ought 
not to be passed I do not now say, but | 
do not think it will he possible to complete 
the whole programme of the alteration of 
our Rules which I proposedat the beginning 
of the year. 

Then I come to the larger question 
raised by the Leader of the Opposition, 
and enforced by the right hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down. I confess that I 
listened to their speeches with absolute 
amazement. One of the criticisms passed 
upon me was that this was not the end of 
the session, but only the end of this part 
of the session. That is, of course, perfectly 
true. It is desirable that we should 
separate by August sth, and the amount 
of business I ask the House to get through 
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by that date is not an excessive amount. 
| think that is some reason to ask that 
the twelve o'clock rule be suspended in 
order that the House may prorogate on 
August 8th. I have now only asked that 
there should be an adjournment. I see 
no difference in principle at all. When 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite says he 
never remembers such a thing being 
done, I think he ought to cast his mind 
back to the methods of operation which 
they themselves practised. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman remember what 
he did over the Home Rule Bill? These 
two right hon. Gentlemen come down 
here and say, because we talk of finish- 
ing before August 8th Clause 7, on which 
we have already spent two whole Parlia- 
mentary days, that we are doing some- 
thing in the dark; and we are threatened 
with something —I know not what—-from 
the couniry because we legislate after 
twelve o'clock on a subject which greatly 
interests them. I suppose the people of 
the country were greatly interested in 
the Home Rule Bill, and I suppose that 
deserved to be discussed. The right hon. 
Gentleman first discussed it and then 
threw it into compartments, or else he 
threw it into compartments and then 
discussed it. Whichever it was, the then 
Leader of the House moved the suspen- 
sion of the twelve o'clock rule before the 
separation for the holidays in the 
autumn, and that Motion included not 
merely the days intervening between 
the Motion and the holidays, but it in- 
eluded the whole of the autumn session. 
These are the people who comedown and, 
because I venture to suggest that for ten 
daysit would beconvenient that the twelve 
o'clock rule should be suspended, say that 
the Constitutionis in danger andthat Iam 
endeavouring to thrust controversial 
legislation through the House in the 
small hours of the morning. The sug- 
gestion, if I may say so respectfully, 
looking to the Gentlemen who made 
it, is almost more than absurd. It is 
verging on the indecent. 


One more observation fell from the 
Leader of the Opposition. He said the 
Government had deliberately tried to 
introduce under Clause 7 of the Educa- 
tion Bill controversies about the manage- 
ment of schools which came under 
Clause 8. I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that that is a 
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illusion. It was because his friends 
sitting next him put down long Amend- 
ments, and it became perfectly clear that 
we could not, do what we would, avoid 
the whole controversy on Clause 7 that 
we have adopted the course we have 
adopted, and which | think is really for 
the convenience of the House. I have 
been asked whether we will have all 
night sittings over Clause 7. I hope we 
shall not have all-night sittings over 
anything, but there must be reason and 
moderation in all those concerned in our 
discussions. Observe the contradictory 
accusations made against us. We haye 
been told that the session is too long. 
We have been told that we have met too 
sarly and that we are continuing too 
late. At the same time we are told that 
we are burking discussion and that we 
haveasked the House to consider toomany 
questions in the course of the session. 
If the House is incapable of dealing with 
an Education Bill of twenty clauses and 
to alter the Rules. it has confessed its 
own impotence. I have endeavoured to 
make the discussion as brief as I could. 
I have certainly not endeavoured to 
prolong it by irritating remarks. Per- 
haps I have not used the closure 
sufficiently often, but when I have used 
it [I have been reproached by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite for doing so, and 
they have indicated to me that we 
should have got on much better with- 
out it. But you cannot have it both 
ways. The House must remember that 
the number of days at our disposal is 
a limited quantity, and if the Govern- 
ment do not squeeze in too big a 
programme of business, then it rests 
with the House to deal with the matter 
according to their own judgment. No 
such accusation can be brought against 
us, and if I ask the House to finish 
Clause 7 of the Education Bill before we 
separate in August, even the most 
vigorous of our opponents, I think, will 
have to admit that we are not making 
any unreasonable demand. 


*(4.0.) Mr. CORRIE GRANT (War- 
wickshire, Rugby): I want to bring to 
an issue the differences between this side 
of the House and the other side. We 
desire to exclude the Education Bill and 
the Water Bill from the Motion which the 
right hon. Gentleman has moved. The 
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effect of this course would be that we 
should discuss the Education Bill when 
it is set down, and also the Water Bill, 
until twelve o'clock, and then we should 
pass to the other business which the 
right hon. Gentleman says it is necessary 
to pass in order to finish up the session. 
I have been looking at the Amendments 
on the Paper to the Education Bill. 
There are 131 notices on the Paper to 
Clause 7. Of these thirty-nine are 
obvious duplicates, and that leaves ninety- 
two for discussion, and of course some of 
these are mere consequential Amend- 
ments. These are what the hon. Gentle- 
man is asking us to dispose of in the 
early hours of the morning, when the 
House is tired out, and when the dis- 
cussions are not reported ; and he is aim- 
ing to keep the country in the dark as 
to what is being done by him and his 
Government in the House of Commons. 
Is there any justification for this course ! 
There have been sixteen sittings devoted 
to the Education Bill. The First Lord of 
the Treasury has referred to the Home 
Rule Bill, but he could have found a 
much better parallel in the Parish 
Councils Bill. In a letter which appeared 
in The Tinvs of January 8th, 1894, writ- 
ing about the Guardians Clause, which 
was merely a proposition to give the 
people some voice in the appointment of 
Guardians, the right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

“Tt was fought, line for line, for seven days, 
and was finally debated and decided against 
as a whole.”, 

Ii the right hon. Gentleman took seven 
days to tight one clause of a Bill which 
he originally described as non-conten- 
tious, iow many days ought he now to 
allow for a clause dealing with education, 
which raises questions of vital moment 
to the country, and which is endeavour- 
ing to reverse a policy which has been 
approved of by the people for nearly 
thirty years: [Ministerial cries of ** No, 
No.”’} Probably these hon. Members 
who cried out ** No, no,” represented con- 
stituencies where there are no School 
Boards. What was the answer which 
the right hon. Gentleman got at Bury ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It 
must obvious to the hon. Member 
that it is not in order to discuss the 
Bury election. 

Mr. Corrie Grant. 
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*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I was en- 


deavouring to compare the time occupied 
upon the discussion of this Clause with the 
time occupied in the discussion of two 
minor clauses of the Parish Councils 
Bill. On the Charities Clause the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends took six 
days, and on that and the Guardians 
Clause alone they took almost as much 
time as this House has taken over seven 
important clauses of this Education Bill. 
Where is the justification for forcing us to 
discuss the Education Bill in the small 
hours of the morning? The right hon. 
Gentleman said they were ‘ threatened 
with something in the dark in the 
country.” It is not in the dark. We 
have just had an election at Clitheroe, 
and there the right hon. Gentleman has 
not dared to put a candidate in the 
field. There is an election pending in 
North Leeds, where the right hon. 
Gentleman has ventured to put a can- 
didate in the field ; but does anybody call 
him a candidate? [Cries of “ Question, 
question!’’] The answer he will get from 
Leeds will justify the answer which came 
from Bury. The right hon. Gentleman 
talks about threats from the country —— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never talked 
about threats from the country. 
GRANT: 


*Me. CORRIE The right 


| hon. Gentleman’s words were “threat- 


ened with something in the dark in the 
country.” 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: | was quoting 
the words of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: The right 
hon. Gentleman is now adopting, as a 
reason for pressing this forward, the 
argument that there were threats made 
to him from this side of the House as to 
what would happen in the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman is now en- 
gaged in the thankless task of forming 
a Ministry. [Cries of ‘ Question, 
question ! "| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a matter 
which is open for discussion now. 


*Mr. CORRIEGRANT: I beg to move 


my Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed—* After the 
first word ‘ Business,’ toinsert the words 
‘with the exception of the Education 
(England and Wales) Billand the London 
Water (re- omimitted) Bill.’ v_( Mr. Corrie 
Grant.) 


(Question proposed--“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I rise to 
support the Amendment of my _ hon. 
friend. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man had just moved to clear up the 
business at the end of the session there 
would have been no real resistance, be- 
cause that would have been perfectly fair. 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, pro- 
poses to utilise this Motion in order to 
dispose of a controversial Clause ina Bill, 
not one-third of which is through the 
House of Commons. The Home Rule 
Bill is not a precedent, because it was 
disposed of betore the Ministry moved 
this Motion at all. My recollection is 
that the Home Rule Bill was not dis- 
cussed under the pressure of the sus- 
pension of the twelve o'clock Rule at all. 
The Bill had been disposed of when the 
Ministry moved this Motion for the 
purpose of clearing up Supply and two 
or three Departmental Bills which re- 
mained undiscussed. 1 do not think 
the Government suspended the twelve 
o'clock Rule to discuss any part of the 
Parish Councils Bill. Supposing it had 
Leen the Home Rule Bill, and the Govern- 


ment had got to the 6th, 7th,or &thClause, | 


and intended to dispose of the rest of 
the Bill in an autumn session 1? 
what the right hon. Gentleman would 
have said. The Government did not 
then suspend the Rule to dispose of any 
controversial Bill at all. Why does the 
right hon. Gentleman not stick to his 
autumn session and not utilise exceptional 
measures. This is the most complicated, 
important, and critical Clause in the 
whole Bill, andif there is a Clause which 
ought to he discussed fully, it is this one. 
It is not merely details of machinery, 
but the Clause itself is full of great, 
important and crucial principles, and, 
according to the way we decide them, 
and the judgment we pass upon them, 
will depend the whole success or other- 
wise of this Bill in the country. 
desirable or fair that the right hon. 


Gentleman should insist upon discussing | 
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this Clause after twelve o'clock? Today 
there will be a discussion on a Motion 
for the adjournment on a very important 
issue which will throw the discussion on 
Clause 7 far into the night. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman want to discuss 
this Clause in the light of day or in 
darkness? Does he prefer darkness 
to light, because his deeds are evil? 
In order that this momentous Clause 
may be discussed, the right hon. 
Gentleman wishes to confine discussion 
on other Bills. When was the Appro- 
priation Bill ever disposed of at a 
morning sitting, especially in a year 
in which there has been the largest 
expenditure in our living memory, viz., 
£200,000,000? In order to get more 
time for his Education Bill, the right 
hon. Gentleman now proposes to discuss 
that huge expenditure during a morning 
sitting. I think that is unfair. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will reconsider 
his decision, and treat this Parliament 
as the late Liberal Administration 
treated the then Parliament, and keep 
the time after twelve o'clock, not for 
the discussion of important measures, 
but to sweep up the odds and ends 
of the session. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman 
would acknowledge that the Amend- 
ment was reasonable. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would clear up 
a point which was still doubtful with 
regard to the London Water Bill. He 


had gathered from the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement that no more 


would be heard of that measure until 
the autumn session. It was a very 
difficult Bill to discuss; and there were 
only a few hon. Members who repre- 
sented what he believed was the 
predominant feeling of London regard- 
ing it. There was a further reason why 
the Amendment should be favourably 
entertained. Apart from the two 
contentious Bills covered by the Amend- 
ment, there was also a Bill with reference 
to a tramway on the Embankment. 
The Lords’ Amendments to that measure 
would have to be considered. Then, again, 
a deputation was to wait on him regard- 
ing two Bills in reference to the police. 
Ot the twenty-three Bills which had been 
asterisked as Government measures, the 
right hon. Gentleman had only mentioned 
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four or five. Surely the House ought 
now to know what the intentions of the 
Government were with regard to all these 
measures, and unless the Opposition was 
met in a reasonable spirit great con- 
fusion would result, and business would 
not be got through as the right hon. 
Gentleman would wish. There was a 
slight contention between the right hon. 
Gentleman and the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn as to what the right hon. 
Gentleman said during the debate on the 
Supply Rule with reference to business 
after twelve o'clock. On the 30th of 
April— 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
whole Resolution is not now before the 
House. 


Mr. LOUGH said he would bow to the 
ruling of Mr. Speaker ; but the meaning 
of the Amendment was that the tweive 
o'clock Rule at the end of the session 
should only be suspended to carry 
through necessary business, which the 
Government considered should be passed 
before the adjournment. The contention 
of his hon. friend was that the right 
hon. Gentleman was now using the 
suspension of the Rule in order to get on 
with two measures which he had already 
decided should not be closed during the 
present period of the session. Their 
objection was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not fulfilling the promise he gave. 
On the 30th April, during the discussion 
on the Supply Closure Rule, the right 
hon. Gentleman accepted an Amendment 
enabling this business to be taken on the 
last two Supply nights between ten 
o'clock and midnight, which indicated 
that he did not assume that the House 
would sit after midnight. The right 
hon. Gentleman also stated that the 
suspension of the twelve o’clock Rule 
at the end of the session would only be 
used to carry through Bills which the 
Government had declared it was abso- 
lutely necessary to finish before the 
House separated. A new precedent was 
now proposed to be set up, and he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman would 
facilitate matters generally by accepting 
the Amendment. 


Str GEORGE NEWNES (Swansea, 
Town) said that the reason they objected 
Mr, Lough. 
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to the Motion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man was that they regarded Clause 7 as 
a vital part of the Education Bill, because 
when the right hon. Gentleman had got 
Clause 7 he would have got his Bill, 
Why could not the right hon. Gentle- 
man wait until the autumn session and 
have the matter thoroughly discussed ? 
It was not a case of now or never. The 
right hon. Gentleman would have ample 
opportunities during the autumn session ; 
but meantime he ought to give the 
country a chance of thinking over the 
matter. The Government were not 
elected on an education mandate. They 
were elected on the idea that a vote 
given to the Liberals was a vote given to 
the Boers. The Government had received 
no mandate to pass the Education Bill, 
and, therefore, he strongly and earnestly 
protested against their getting through a 
most vital part of that measure in the 
dead of night when the proceedings could 
not be reported, and when, consequently, 
the country would not be able to judge 
for itself. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
said that they were all agreed, that, if 
possible, the House should rise on the 
Sth of August. The object of the 
Amendment was merely to give the 
House more time to discuss the other 
measures which the right hon. Gentleman 
said it was desirable to pass. There was 
one Bill which remained to be considered. 
It was perhaps the most Protectionist 
measure ever brought before the House 
of Commons, although it appeared under 
the seductive title of the Food and Drugs 
Act Amendment Bill. Already there 
were five pages of Amendments on the 
Paper regarding it, most of them being 
in the names of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The Second Reading was taken by a 
mere fluke after midnight; and now 
at the end of the session they were 
asked to dispose of a measure which 
would require two or three days consider- 
ation. The Agents General of the most 
important Colonies had protested against 
the Bill; and in the closing days of the 
session they were asked to discuss five 
pages of Amendments to a measure re- 
garding which not a word of explanation 
had been given. The most important 
part of the Bill would not come into 
operation until January Ist, 1904; and 
it was absurd to take up valuable time 
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in discussing it now. It was an un- 
digested measure which had not been 
properly considered ; and it might well 
be postponed until the autumn. Even 
the supporters of the Bill would welcome 
its postponement, as nothing would be 
gained by persisting in it at present. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he did not desire 
to say anything about the Education 
Bill; but he desired to enter a protest 
in connection with the London Water Bill. 
Up tothe present, the Bill had only been 
discussed on two short Parliamentary 
days; and now the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposed the suspension of the 
twelve o'clock Rule in order that it 
might be taken at a late hour of the 
night. The right hon. Gentleman 
in a speech he delivered outside the 
House, said that hon. Members who 
opposed the Water Bill were merely 
actuated by a desire to impede the Edu- 
cation Bill; but he could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that there was no 
foundation for the statement. His hon. 
friends and himself believed that the 
Water Bill was a thoroughly bad Bill ; 
and their opposition to it had nothing to 
do with the Education Bill. He did not 
think it was fair to ask the House, on 
the third occasion of this Bill being taken, 
to suspend the ordinary Rule, and, there- 
fore, in regard to the London Water Bill, 
he appealed to the right hon. Gentleman, 
if he intended to take it again this session, 


to take it under the ordinary Rules of 


the House. 


Sim EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) pointed out that although 
the Food and Drugs Bill might be 
objected to on the ground that it was 
Protectionist, all the Agricultural Mem- 
bers of the House could assure the right 
hon. Gentleman it was only Protectionist 
in the sense that its object was to 
protect the working classes from adulter- 
ated foods. The Amendments put upon 
the Paper were, with one exception, not 
hostile, but were placed upon the Paper 
to improve the measure, and there was 
no doubt, if the Government could give 
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a small amount of time, the Bill would 
pass before the House rose. He sup- 
ported the Amendment. 


*Sirk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he should vote for the 
Amendment, because he did not think the 
effort of the right hon. Gentleman to force 
through this Clause was wisely directed. 
The right hon. Gentleman had cited as 
a precedent for the Motion he had made 
the action taken by a Liberal Govern- 
ment on the Home Rule Bill, but there 
was a great difference between the two 
cases. In the case of the Home 
Rule Bill of 1893 there was an irrecon- 
cilable difference of opinion between 
the two sides of the House with regard 
to the objects of that Bill. On this 
occasion there was no such irreconcili- 
able difference. There was the strongest 
disposition on the part of hon. Members 
on the Unionist side of the House to 
meet hon. Members on the Liberal side, 
and he thought if the right hon. Gentle- 
man used the Party serew to force 
through the 7th Clause, he would be 
unwise to the last degree. It would be 
disastrous to the country, and would 
bring woe to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
supporters. There was not a Unionist 
Member who was not elected by Non- 
conformists’ votes, and they would lose 
all the votes of the Nonconformists at 
the next election if this Bill was forced 
through in its present shape. He be- 
lieved the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman would also offend the feeling 
of a vast number of Churchmen in this 
country, especially Evangelical Chureh- 
men. He regretted the action of the 
right hon. Gentleman from the bottom 
of his heart. The Clause which touched 
the country most closely was to be 
driven through with the Party force. 
He wanted peace on this question, and 
that it should be settled, in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own words, “ in a spirit of 
Christian charity.” 


(4.28.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 149; Noes, 
209. (Division List No. 317.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. | Asher, Alexander 
\lraham, William (Rhondda) | Ashton, Thomas CGair 
\llen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stroud | Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 


| Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
| Bell, Richard 
| Black, Alexander William 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon, Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rr. Hn. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William(Carnarw nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Jovee, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacNeill, John Gerdon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, Sir William 
Mooney, John J. 
Moss, Samuel 
Marnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
() Brien, James F. X. (Cork 
O'Brien, P. ee k (hilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S. 
O'Donnell, T. (erry, W.) 
O' Kelly,James (Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
4 Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, ‘SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


NOES. 


Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Rewis) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown Alex’nder H.(Shropsh. ) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich ) 
Chamberlain,.J. Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coddingson, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh, SirJohn( ‘harles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Lord 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, ©. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr} 
Thomas F. Freeman (Hi tings 
Thomas,J. A.Glaum’re'n-Gowel 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warrer, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.Hudd’rst'd 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AyEs— 
Mr. William M‘Arthm 


and Mr. Causton. 


{ Crossley, Sir Saville 





Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wim. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
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Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
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Lee. ArthurH (Hants.,Farelim | 


Legye, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leizh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe. Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Fraucis (Lowestoft | 
Lucas, Regd. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, RtHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

Vv. 


| Maeconochie, A. 


Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Murray, Rt.Hn A.Graham (B'te 
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Parker, Sir Gilbero 
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Sadler, Col. Samue! Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Seely, Maj.J.E.B. (1.07 Wight) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, James Parker: Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. 

Strutr, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vineent, Sir Edgar ( Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Angustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C. EF) Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell( Birm. 
Willams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hon. E. R.( Bath 
Wolth Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. (ceorge 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


itself, would produce 


] 





*(4.50.) Mr. FENWICK (Northum ber- 
land, Wansbeck) asked whether he would 
be in order in moving to omit the words 
“except half-past seven in the after- 
noon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the Amendment 
itself would not be out of order. 
Something more, however, would be 
required in order to make the Amend- 
ment work satisfactorily with the Rules 
of the House, because they provided 
that at nine o'clock there should be an 
evening sitting, and that at that hour, 
under certain conditions, certain business 
should be taken. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As I under-. 


stood your ruling, this Amendment, if | 


Orders under which the House does its 
business. It would be impossible to 
know when private business, Motions 
for the adjournment of the House, and 
so forth, would come on. Did I under- 
stand you to rule that we must havea 
general scheme before us before the hon. 
Member moved his Amendment { 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What I said was 
that subsequent Amendments would be 
necessary to make the Amendment work 
satisfactorily, but I do not think that 
that makes the present proposal out of 
order. 


*Mr. FENWICK said the Prime Min- 
ister had distinctly stated that his 
object in moving the suspension of 
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the Twelve o’Clock Rule was to secure 
more time for the discussion of Clause 7 
of the Education Bill. No one had 


suggested, nor could anyone honestly | 


suggest, that there had been anything 
like obstruction tothe measure. Clause 7 
was the most important Clause in the Bill. 
But when we remember that Clauses 15 
and | 9of the Parish Councils Bill—neither 
of which raised points of anything like 
such vital importance—-occupied six and 
seven days respectively, it was rather 
unreasonableto saythat this Clause should 
have only two more Parliameutary days. 
Since its original introduction the 
Clause had been twice re-cast by the 
Prime Minister himself, and to expect 
to get such a vital Clause through in 
two more days was altogether un- 
reasonable. If, however, the Clause 
was to be pushed through, he desired 
the House to have as much time as 
possible for its consideration, and that 


was his object in moving the 
Amendment. As was the case with 


many other Members, circumstances 
compelled him to remain on the pre- 
mises from two o'clock until the rising 
of the House at midnight, and it was 
a considerable hardship to be compelled 
to sit twiddling one’s thumbs during the 
hour and a half before 7.30 and nine 
o'clock, while other hon. Members were 
enjoying themselves away from the 
House. If the Amendment were ac- 


cepted, the House would sit continu-. 


ously as they used to do before the 
introduction of the new Rules, and 
he would much rather they did that 
than sit an hour and a halt after mid- 
night. All experience went to prove 
that it was in the early hours 
of the morning that debates were 
least successful, and that after ten or 
eleven o'clock at night it was hope- 
less for any Government to expect to 
make progress with a controversial 
measure. In order, therefore, to 
enable the right hon. Gentleman to 
utilise the time of the House to the best 
possible advantage, he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed, 


To leave out the words “except at half- 
past Seven of the clock in the afternoon.” — 
(Mr. Fenwick.) 

Question proposed, 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said that it appeared 
to him that amongst the questions they 
had to discuss before the adjournment 
there were some of extreme importance, 
and the time proposed to be allocated to 
them was wholly insutticient. Take, for 
instance, the Colonial Office Vote. 
Instead of that discussion terminating 
at 7.30 it might very well go on until 
nine oclock. Then there was the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill, which he understood would be 
taken at the morning sitting on 
Wednesday week. Having regard to 
the fact that the Foreign Office 
Vote debate was cut short this year, 
and that the House did not receive in- 
formation upon many important points 
in relation to foreign affairs, which he 
thought hon. Members were entitled to, 
have, if this Amendment were agreed to 
it would give them an hour and a_ half 
extra time on the Appropriation Bill to 
obtain that explanation of important 
questions involved in these Votes which 
the House was entitled to. The same 
remarks would apply to the two days 
upon which the Educational Bill was to 
be taken. Clause 7 was the crux of the 
whole Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member is going beyond this Amend- 
ment. 


& 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he 
would merely content himself by saying 
that it was important that they should 
have this additional time. When the 
Procedure Kules were passed, the distinct 
impression left on their minds was that 
when the House met at two o’clock in the 
afternoon, the necessity for all-night 
sittings would be obviated, and it was 
under that belief that many of them had 
agreed to the proposal that the House 
shouid meet an hour earlier. It would 
appear, however, that this intention or 
promise, was not to be fulfilled, and that 

|a strain was tobe put on them which 
‘would become perfectly intolerable. 
He should himself infinitely prefer 
to forego the usual dinner interval of 
an hour and a half during the next 
| ten days rather than to sit an hour and. 
a half after twelve o'clock. The right 
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hon. Gentleman’s Motion did not indicate 
clearly what he intended or what he 
meant. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
it is quite clear. 


Yes it does, 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said the 
Motion provided— 


“That, until the rising of the House on 

August Sth, Government business be not 
interrupted, except at half past seven o'clock, 
under the provisions of any Standing Order 
regulating the sittings of the House.” 
The only Standing Order was that which 
provided that the sitting should be 
suspended on the first four days of the 
week at 7-30 till nine. He begged to 
support the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 
be now put ;” but Mr. Speaker withheld 
his assent, being of opinion that the 
House was prepared shortly to come to 
a decision. 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON com- 
plained of the position in which the 
House had been put by the want of 
forethought shown by the right hon. 
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Gentleman. The present Amendment 
would restore the Motion of the First 
Lord to the form in which it had been 
on the Order Paper for some days, and 
yet the right hon. Gentleman had sug- 
gested that to accept the Amendment 
would involve the House in hopeless 
confusion. In other words, the right 
hon. Gentleman confessed that his own 
Motion, which he persevered in for days, 
would involve the House in hopeless 
confusion, but he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman was wrong in that conten- 
tion. When his hon. friend proposed to 
do what the Prime Minister was obliged 
to do, instead of giving any answer and 
even before waiting until the question 
was put, the right hon. Gentl+man rose 
in his place to move the closure. He 
did not think he need say a word more. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Hear, hear.’’} 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
those interruptions exhibited the hope- 
less confusion which the Government 
were in. There was somebody who 
ought to say a word more and that was 
the author of the original Motion. 


(5°8.) Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 215; Noes, 
155. (Division List No. 318.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Jalfour, Rte HnGeralid W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, LordCharles Willi m 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Giriftith- 
Boustieid, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 


AYES. 
Bull, William James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. SirEdwardH. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wor’cr 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


{ Dorington, Rt Hon. Sir J. E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Ho. Sir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison ( York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Michael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gieene,Sir E W(B’rySEdm’nds 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchiil 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLord G(Mid’x | 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 


Hope, J.F.(Sheftield Brightside | 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,Jno.( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Henry 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Morton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kk anyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence,SirJ oseph( Monm'th | 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,.Fareham | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesbam 
Lony, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouce. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. | 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, eed 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Lawrence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Sir Robert T. | 
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Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
| Macartney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 

| Maedona, John Cumming 

Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

| Manner=, Lord Cecil 

| Masse “V- -Mainw aring,Hn.W.F. 

| Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildway, Francis Bin; cham 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J.(W°ltl’ mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
a 

Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 

Murray, Charles J. Dovaier) 

| Myers, William Henry 

| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pierpont, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
| Rattigan, Sir William Henry 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

fenshaw, Charles Bine 

Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 


Roberts, § Samuel (Sheftield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
tound, Rt. Hon. James 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Delany, W illiam 

Delvin, Joseph 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P.C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sirk rancisH. (Maidst’ne 
an ge Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenw ick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
jig J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
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Samuel, Harry &. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj.J.E. BUlsleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox. Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. ( Hertferd, East) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith,jHon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


| Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon Humphry Napier 
Tallot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charlies Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSir C. EH(Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Col. ¢ 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon, John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H(Asliton-und-Lyne 
Williams, RtHn.J Pow Il-(Birm) 
Williams, Colonel! R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E. Rh.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wynadham-(uin, Major W. H. 


-Col, 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Sir Richd. B. 
Hammond, John 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 


Harwood, George 


| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme. Norval Watson 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


| Horniman, 
| Humphreys-Owen, 


Frederick John 

, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


— Michael 


Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
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Levy 
Lew! 
Mae 
Mac 
Mae 
Mk 
Man 
Map 
Mat! 
Moa 
Mos: 
Mur 
Mur 
New 
Nola 
Nola 
Nort 
Br 
O'Br 
O'Br 
Coa 
i De 
VD. 
ix 
OM, 
OM 


SI 


Ans 
Ark 
Am 
Atk 
Bag 
Bail 
Bair 
Balt 
Balt 
Balf 
Ban 
Bart 
Batl 
Bea 
Ben 
Bere 
Bien 
Big 
Blu 
Bon 
Bose 
Bou 
Bow 
Bre« 
Bro 
Bro 
Bull 
Carl 
Cars 
Cav 
Ceci 
Ceci 
Cha 
Cha 
Cha 
Chu 
Cliv 
Cod 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, Sir William 

Mooney, Jolin J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (iilkenny) 
Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0 Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
(YDounell, John (Mayo. 5.) 
(YDonnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

( Kelly, James(Roscomimon,N. 
(Malley, William 

(YMara, James 

() Shaughnessy, P. J. 


(5.20.) Main Question pi 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir Williain Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Re. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Ho. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (Lynn Regis 
Bredrieck, Rt. Hon. St. Joho 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Masor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coddington, Sir William 
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| Palmer,SirCharlesM. (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, Williun (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Rigg, Richard 
Hoberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Reehe, Jobn 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair. John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest .1. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 


it. The House divided : 
(Division List No. 319.) 


158. 


AYES. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalryiuple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromiey- 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJoha E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Ke. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faler, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ (Mane’r 
Fieiden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H, 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Load. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Core, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoxchim 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnesley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George ( York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J T\ Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William M°Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 


—Ayes, 216; Noes, 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW( Brys Edn nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hen. Ronald 

Ciest, Hou. [vor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt Hn Ld G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Mary. of (L’nd’derry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn, Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John( Kent, F’versh’m 
Howard, J. (Mid. Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
L lewelly n, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macartney Rt Hn W G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie. A. 

M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John Throgm’ton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan. David. (Walthamst ‘w 
Morrell,George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H A (Deptford 
Murray, RtHo A Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Business of 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen.CharlesP. (Gloue. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 
Black, ~~ William 
Boland, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
3rown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Havil: nd 
Burns, John 
me — 2y Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, Jolin A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 
Douglas. Cc a M. 
Dutty, William J. 


(Lanark 


i Reid, . 
Renehaw, ( ‘harles Bine 


{COMMONS} 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
ety Sir William Henry 
James (Greenock) 


Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse | 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Seely, Maj J E B(Isleof Wight 
Simeou, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,J ames Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


NOES. 


Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir Francis H. (Maidst. 
At gg 90m Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwiek, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Ho. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvon-sh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Jovee, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 
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| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 

| Thornton, Perey M. 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirCEH (Sheffield 

Vinceut, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 

Welby,Lt.-ColA.C,. E(Taunton 

Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 

W hiteley, H.(Asht’n und. Lyne 

| Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Bir. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

| Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Wills, Sur Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R. 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E. R. (Bath) 

Wolff,,Gustav Wilhelm 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Ww yndham, Rt. Hon. George 

Wyndham-Quin, Major W. TH. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
' MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVei agh, « Jeremiah 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, Sir William 
| Mooney, John J. 
Moss, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 
| Marphy, John 
Newnes, Sir George 
| Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
oO Brien, — k (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, James (W icklow,W 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
OV’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
0” Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Pickard, Benjamin 
| Power, Patrick Joseph. 
| Price, Robert John 
| Priestley, Arthur 


(Accri ton 
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Reddy, M. 

Zedmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rieckett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel S. M. (Whitechapel) | 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
shaw. Thomas (Hawick, Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 





Tully, Jasper 


Ordered, That until the &th August, 
Government business be not interrupted, 
except at half-past seven of the clock in 
the afternoon, under the provisions of 


any Standing Order regulating the 
Sittings of the House; and may be 


entered upon at any hour though opposed, 
and that in the conclusion of Government 
business each day Mr. Speaker do adjourn 
the House without Question put. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J.W. Lowtuer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. 


Clause 7 :— 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 39, after the word ‘author- 
ity, to insert the words—‘shall, where the 
local education authority are the council of a 
county, have a body of managers consisting 
of anumber of managers not exceeding four 
appointed by that cuuncil, together with a 
number not exceeding two appointed by the 
minor local authority. Where the local 
education authority are the council of a 
borough or urban district they may if they 
think fit appoint for any school provided by 


determine. 

“(2) All public elementary schools not pro- 
vided by tte local education authority shall 
have a body of managers consisting of a 
number of trust managers not exceeding four 
appointed as provided by this Act, together 
with a number of managers not exceeding two 
appointed :—(~) Where the local education 
authority are the council of a county, one by 
that council and one by the minor local 


authority are the council of a borough or urban 
distriet, both by that authority. 
(3) One of the managers appointed by the 





authority ; and (6) where the local education | 


minor local authority, or the manager so | 


{28 JuLy 1902} 


; Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas.Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Ure, Alexander 
Wallace, Robert 
| Walton,.Jno. Lawson (Leeds,S. 

’ Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Bill. 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackman’‘an 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Menioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R 
Woodhouse,Sir J T (Hu ’dersf'd 

| Yoxall, James Henry 

| 

| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 
and Mr. Causton. 


parent of a child who is or has been during 
the last twelve months a scholar in the school. 

“(4) The ‘minor local authority means 
the council of any borough or urban district, 
or the parish council or (where there is no 
parish council) the parish meeting of any 
parish, which appears to the County Council 
to be served by the school. Where the school 
appears to the County Council to serve the 
area of more than one minor local authority 
the County Council shall make such provision 
as they think proper for joint appointment by 
the authorities concerned.” — (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 

Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there inserted.” 

(5.40.) Sm EDWARD STRACHEY 
(Somersetshire, S.) said he wished to move 
a drafting Amendment to the First Lord’s 
proposed Amendment— 

“Tn line 2, leave out ‘body,’ and insert 
‘ Committee.’ ” 

Under this Clause, as now proposed by 


the First Lord, it would be necessary for 


the County Council to appoint a “ body of 
managers.”’ Was it the intention of the 
First Lord that that body should be 
independent of the local education 
authority and have special rights of its 
own? Inthe rural districts they never 
heard of a “body of managers,” but 
merely of “ managers,” and it would 
be much more simple to insert ‘“ Com- 


| > +} ed sf 4 & ” 
them such numbers of managers as they may | mittee ” instead of the “ body. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“In line 2, to leave out the word ‘hoy’ and 
insert the word ‘committee. ”°—(Sir Edward 
Strachey.) 

Question proposed ‘‘That the word 
‘body’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
thought the words of the Amendment 


as proposed by him, were more appro- 
i hat the hon. Gentleman 


appointed, as the case may be, shall be the | priate for w 
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wanted, than the words the hon. Gentle- 
man had submitted. A ‘“ Committee” 
would be part of the superior education 
authority. Now, the Government did 
not want that the managers should 
necessirily be members of the local 
education authority. On the contrary, 
there were a great many cases where 
they should not be ; and the Amendment 
of the hon. Gentleman would exclude 
women from being appointed managers. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he was sorry that the First Lord 
had not seen his way to substitute 
“Committee ” for “body.” This was 
not a mere question of drafting ; it went 
to the real substance of the Bill. What 
they wanted was that the managers should 
be subordinate to the education authority. 
Clause 8 said that the managers must 
obey all directions of the local education 
authority, and what they wanted to 
secure was, that the powers of the local 
education authority should be delegated 
to the Committee of managers. He 
wanted to know what was going 
to be delegated to the managers. It 
was true that the word “body” was 
used in the Act of 1870, but it was 
surrounded by all sorts of prescriptions 
not found in this Bill—the most impor- 
tant of which was that the rules 
contained in the third Schedule of the 


Act should be observed, that the 
managers must give specific notice 
to the local education authority of 


the business to be transacted, and that 
they should in all respects carry out 
the directions given to them by the 
education authority. But there was 
nothing in this Bill giving the same 
directions—more especially in regard 
to the denominational schools. He 
was anxious that the managers of all 
pubtic elementary schools should act 
in subordination to the body which 
elected them. In London there were 
450 boards of managers, but they had 
no initiative, only certain functions to 
perform prescribed by the London 
School Board, which was entirely 
responsible to the public. He hoped 
that some words would be added to 
the Clause, by which it would be 
provided that the managers should be 
subordinate to the local 
authority. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W. R., Morley) said that under Clause 
12, the word *‘ Committee ” presupposed 
that the duties of the Committee would 


be delegated to them by the Local 
Education authority, and that they 
would naturally be under obligation 


to report to their immediate supreme 
authority all the actions which they 


had taken. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 


sure that there was no 
continuing the discussion. 


said he felt 
reason for 
He entirely 


agreed with the hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that the managers of the 


public authority’s schools should be, 
so to speak, the absolute creatures of 
the authority. Probably additional 
words would be required to make 
the point clear, but this clause was not 
the place in which to doit. ‘The word 
“Committee” would not do it. It must 
be done precisely and in terms, and 
probably the best plan would be to 
do it in the Schedule. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
gomeryshire) said he simply 
safeguard his position with regard to 
some subsequent Amendments that he 
had on the Paper. His view was that 
it was a mistake to regard the managers 
us the mere creatures of the local 
authority, and that they ought to 
have some amount of autonomy. So 
long as it was understood that when 
the Schedule came up for discussion 
views of that kind could be put before 
the Committee, he would offer no 
opposition to debating the matter at 
a later stage ; but if, on the other hand, 
a division were taken now, he would not 
be able to support the Amendment. 


(Mont- 


rose to 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 
matter raised was one of supreme and 
vital importance to the voluntary schools. 
Under the present law the managers 
were appointed under Clause 15 of the 
Act of 1870, and had no power except 
that delegated to them by the School 
Boards, but, under the present law, the 
School Boards had no power whatever 
over the voluntary schools. Al] that 
was now going to be altered, and in the 
future the managers of the voluntary as 
well as the public schools were to be 
| under the absolute control of the public 
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authority. What he was afraid of was 
that, as the managers of those schools 
were now for the first time to be brought 
under the control of the local education 
authority, their relations with that body 
would be to a large extent governed by 
what was done in regard to the provided 
schools, for there was no other precedent. 
He desired to enter his protest against 
this arrangement, which he did not 
consider satisfactory. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
on Clause 6 the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury drew no distinction between pro- 
vided and non-provided schools in this 
matter, and said that in both cases the 
control of the loeal authority would be 
absolute. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR saidthat with re- 
gard to secondary education he did not 
think the point was very important, and 
hedid not think the object of the Amend- 
ment could be carried out by the words 
suggested, but the question subsequently 
raised was important and would have 
to be dea!t with. 


Mr. BRYCE agreed that the question 
raised by the Amendment ought to be 
dealt with, but he did not think that the 
Schedule, as suggested by the First Lord, 
was the best place in which to do it. 
When on Clause 6, the right hon. 
Gentleman treated it as a matter to be 
dealt with in a clause: now he thought 
it ought to be dealt with in the Schedule. 
He (Mr. Bryce) thought a matter of such 
importance ought to be brought forward 
long before the Schedule was reached, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman did not 
bring up an Amendment himself before 
that stage, it might be the duty of the 
Opposition to do so. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) rose because 
he had a similar Amendment upon the 
Paper. He favoured the word “ Com- 
mittee” in the place of “Board” 
heeause in his opinion “Board” was 


too strong.a word to use under 
the circumstances. They knew 


what a Board of Guardians was, but 
there were other Boards of which they 
were not so fond, for instance, the Board 
of Trade and the Board of Education. 
The word “ body ” was not so strong as 
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‘* Board,” but at the same time it was 
too vague to be desirable. The word 
‘‘Committee’’ was a good word, which 
suggested that this body of managers 
had real work to do. <A _ Board of 
Managers might, in many cases, be in 
a purely honorary position. The kind 
of management with which they had te 
deal at the present time was slipshod, 
irregular and unsatisfactory. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentlemen’s remarks have 
nothing to do with the Amendment 


before the House. 


Mr. WHITLEY said his point was that 
the word ‘‘Committee,” which was the 
Amendment before the Committee at the 
present moment, conveyed to most minds 
first, a regular meeting time, second, a 
secretary to the Committee, and third, a 
proper record being kept by the Com- 
mittee. Those were three points they 
ought to consider when making a new 
constitution tor the managers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the ques- 
tion was—Were these delegated authori- 
ties to be a Committee in the same sense 
as any other Committee of the local 
authority? Were they bound to report 
to the local authority ? 

#(6.0.) Tue CHAIRMAN said 
point could not arise on the 
question. 


that 
present 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE submitted with 
due deference that it was revelant, be- 
cause if the managers were to be a Com- 
mittee they would be bound to report. 


*THECHAIRMAN said that if the hon. 
Member was going to argue the matter 
on that ground it would of course cut 
out all subsequent Amendments which 
raised that particular question, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that if 
the Committee preferred to take the 


point later he did not object. He under- 
stood that the right hon. Gentleman 


had promised to introduce words to de- 
fine what the position would be. He 
gathered that his view was that this body 
was of a purely subordinate character. 
There was nothing on the face of the 
Bill which made it clear what the 
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functions of the managers were. 


He 


asked the right hon. Gentleman to say 


whether he would introduce words mak- 
ing these functions clear. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE drew atten- | 
which had | 
been taken of the effect of the Amend- | 


tion to the different views 


ment, and said he was inclined to think 
that the word Committee would carry 
with it greater powers than the word 


body. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought 
that it was clear that some words 


ought to be introduced into the Bill | 


to show how tar the managers were 
subordinate to the educational authority, 
but his right hon. friend would be able 
to gather from the debate that it would 
not be satisfactory to the passage of the 
Bill that this matter should not be dealt 
with until they come to the Schedule. 
He thought some words should be intro- 
duced into this clause, or into some other 
clause, defining the actual relationship of 
these managers to the educational autho- 
rity. If this matter was not dealt with 
until the Schedule was reached, it would 
be impossible to deal with Clause 8 until 
after that. 


Mr. McK ENNA (Monmouthshire, W.) 
asked if the right hon. Gentleman 
had considered the meaning of 
his words when he _ said that he 
was going to make these managers the 
mere creatures of the educational 
Committee, which was itself the mere 
creature of the local education authority. 
He submitted that that would have a 
most extraordinary result. 


Mr. CHANNING said he understood 
the First Lord of the Treasury to say 
that some part of Section 15 of the 
Act of 1870 would, in some form or 
other, be ultimately made applicable to 
these managers. He would like to ask, 
in connection with that, whether it 
was contemplated that the provisions 
affecting the proceedings of managers 
in the third Schedule of the Act of 
1870 would also be introduced into the 
Bill. It was important that the pro- 
ceedings of these managers should be 
regulated in some definite and business- 
like way, and that they should be made 
responsible. 

Mr, Lloyd-Georye. 
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; Str EDWARD STRACHEY begged 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said Clause 
|7, as it was originally drawn, incor. 
porated Section 15 of the Act of 1870, 
| which was perfectly well understood by 
all those who had been members of 
School Boards. The new form of the 
Clause contained no_ reference to 
that Section in which the question 
of tenure of office was dealt with. 
The terms of these appointments 
seemed to him, as the Clause stood, very 
uncertain. These people were to be 
appointed and dismissed at the pleasure 
of the authority. He, thereiore, hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
introduce the word “annually.” He 
was not particular that the period of 
appointment should be a year. What 
he wanted to secure was that the 
managers should be appointed at inter- 
vals, so that a member who did not 
discharge his duties properly might be 
relieved of them without difficulty. A 
Committee which was not subject to 
re-election was apt to lose its sense of 
responsibility. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“In line 2, after the first word ‘ managers,’ 
to insert the words ‘annually appointed and.’” 


—(Mr, Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Aimend- 
ment.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped that 
details on this matter would not be 
inserted in the Clause. The question 
was whether the subject should be dealt 
with by separate clause or schedule, or 
both. It might be necessary to have a 
clause in addition to the Schedule, but 
this was not the proper clause for deal- 
ing with the matter. As to the question 
of substance, he deprecated annual elec- 
tions in these cases. He thought Section 
15 of the Act of 1870 might be taken as 
a guide. He trusted the Amendment 


| would not be pressed. He would take 
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care that Amendments were placed on | was undoubtedly lacking where managers 
the Paper embodying the views of the| were appointed for three or five years, 


Government. and nobody ever troubled to inquire 
; |whether they were recular or not in 
Mr. BRYCE said that if the right hon. | their attendance. Regular attendance 


| 
Gentleman would promise to bring up a) was most important, as those who were 


clause, or suggest another clause on | not regular lost touch with the work. 
which an Amendment could better be | 
made, the Committee might think it well | 
to postpone the subject. But he con-| urged that the twelve months term of 
sidered the question of term to be one | office should be adopted, so that the 
of great substance, and he did not think | _ appointments should be revised year by 
it was foreign to the present Clause. ‘year, in harmony with the invariable 
‘3 | practice of all County Council and Muni- 

Dr. MACNAMARA testified to the | cipal Authorities, and so bring the local 
value of an annual revision of managers. representation on the management of the 
These words were valuable, but they | schools into constant touch with public 


*Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 


were only one of the many conditions | opinion. 
he hoped to see put into this Bill. There 
ought to be, if not annual election,| *Mr. CORRIE GRANT said that, as 


annual revision, in order that those mem- | the Amendment of the First Lord covered 
bers who did not perform their functions | the two Amendments he had on the 
might be called to account. It was | Paper, he should not move them. 
important, before proceeding with the 
question of management, that the 
Government should consider how far it | 
would be desirable to set forth generally 
the functions of managers set forth in 
Section 15. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON thought it 
would be a very serious matter if this 
was delayed until the Schedule was taken. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
Clause 15, which was in the mind of the 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN hoped the | First Lord of the Treasury, was un- 
right hon. Gentleman, in arriving at aj satisfactory as a_ settlement of the 
decision in the matter, would not be | question, as its words were “ from time 
guided entirely by School Board ex-/|to time.” He, therefore, hoped his hon. 
The managers ought to have | friend would give those who supported 


perience. 

in the rural districts a reasonable amount the Amendment the opportunity of 

of autonomy of the local body. recording their votes in favour of its 
proposal. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS _ (Flint 

Boroughs) said it was amazing that the| Sir JOHN BRUNNER thought that 
important point dealt with in theja fixed date tor the appointment of 
Amendment should have escaped the} managers would be more satisfactory 
attention of the Government. It showed than a from time to time arrangement. 
the imperfect nature of the Bill, and he 
hoped advantage would be taken of the 
Recess to put this and many other; The Commitiee divided :—Ayes, 104; 
matters right. The sense of responsibility | Noes, 263. (Division List No. 520.) 


(6.23.) Question put. 


AYES. 





\braham, William (Rhondda) | 
Al.en.CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud | 


\sher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Ric hard 

Black, Alexander William 

. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 





Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Craig, on Hunter 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vanghan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

| Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. 
Fenwick. Charles 


Robert 
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Fitzmanrice. Lord Edmund 
Foster, Sir Ws ms (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. 

Goddard, ! ae ,| Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Criftith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
enh reorge 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, tt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Chwen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, William(Carn’ rvonshire 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt. Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-¢ reo? re, Day id 

Lough, Thomas 
M:Arther, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Abraham, \ hey un(Cork,N.E. 
——_ Hor Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Age- Gardn er, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster. Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, ft itHnGerald W, (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C 

Bathurst. Hon. Alle on Benjamin 
Beach. Rt Hn. SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

SIundel!, Colonel Henry 
Boland, Jolin 

Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur —— 
Bousfield, William Rober 
Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Re suis 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bull, Wil James 
Butcher, Jolin George 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ.. mae eg sow 
Camphell, John | Pkt rh 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, Vi illiam Walter 
Carson, Rt. re Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish. V.C. W.(1 Yer bysh. 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwie h) 
Cham! erlain. J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Jol n Joseph 
Percy A. 








Clancy, 
Clive, Captain 


} Fison, 
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Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Sattron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price. Robert John 
Reid,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 


NOES. 


Coddington, Sir William 
Cogan, Denis. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
eg) Ta“ a urles Ready 
‘olston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lerd Alwyne 

‘ook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
‘orbe tt, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranhorne, Lord 

‘rean, fugene 

‘ripps, Chailes Alfred 

ross, Her). Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Devonport, William Bromley- 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Diekson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digiy, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, BP. C. 
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Dorington. Rt. Hon. SirJohnE. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Dutty, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Durming-Law ence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke.Rt. Hn. Sie William Hart 
Faber, ee Denison (York) 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fe Howes s, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
F french, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Frederick William 

F lannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Bill. 


Strachey, Sir Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E, 
Thomas, DavidA lfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gowe: 
Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Rohert 
Walron,JobnLawson(Leeds,S, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C ourtenay E. 
Wason, Eugene(Clac kmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
bona George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,¢ \smond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( York, WR. 
Wor —- SurJ.T.(Hudderf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Alfred Hutton and 
Mr. Trevelyan. 


Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, E _ st 

Gilhooly, James 

(rodson, Sir. \ugustusFrederick 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby-(Lines. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachin 
tray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene Sirk. W(B ryS Edi nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, Wiiliam Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Rt HnL’rdG( Middx 
Han. ilton, Mary.of( Lond’nderry 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hope,J. F. (Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. “Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,Fav’rsh'm 
Howard. J.( Midd. ,'Tottenham) 
Hozier Hon. JamesHenry( ‘ecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks.,N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jobnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
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Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles. Lees 
Lawrence, SirJoseph( Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Henage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loier, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, Col: Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lacas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn W.G, Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kean, John 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfries-sh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
\Middlemore,Jno. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mi lyain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, ¢ (Huntingdon) 
Mooney, John J. 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshi re 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’ mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


O’Brien, P. 


( Donnell, 


(Mara, « 
O'Shaughnessy, 
Palmer, Walter 
Parkes, 


Penn, Jobn 


Plati-Higeins, 


Power, 
Dp 
rretyman, 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir 
Rattigan, Sir 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, 
Redmond, 
Reid, 
Richards, 


Roberts, 


Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford | Roche, John 
\lurnaghan, George Roliit, Sir 


Murphy, John Round, Kt. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A.Grh’m(Bute 
CoLonEL WILLIAMS (Dorset- 
shire, W.), on behalf of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Honiton 
Division of Devon, moved the insertion of 
words to make it clear that women could 
be elected to the managing bodies. It 


(6.37.) 


was so manifestly right that women 
should have their fair share in all 
educational arrangements that he 


thought there would be no difficulty in 
the acceptance of the Amendment. 
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Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 
| Myers, William Henry | 
| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Gialway,N.) | 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 

O’Brien, James F. 

O’Brien, ~— k (Kilkenny) 
J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, Ji smea(Wi icklow, W. | 
John (Mayo, 5.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0 Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
ae William 


James 


+ ema 
Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Pierpuint, Robert 

Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Patrick Joseph 
Ernest George 
Pryce--lones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
William Henry | 


John E. (Waterford 
William (Clare) 
James (Greenock) 
Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Sainuel (Sheflield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Albert — 
Hon. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 


Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the first word ‘ mani ivers,’ to | 


insert the words ‘ of both sexes.’ 
W illiams.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘** That those words 
he there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said what he 


understood to be the contention of his | point. 
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“—(Colonel | : : ; 
'one of the greatest possible importance. 


| Personally, 
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Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
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| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Lof Wight) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,JamesParker( Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Rt. Ha.J.G(Oxfd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tully, Jasper 
| Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC E H(Shettield 
Vincent, Sir E dyar (Exeter) 
Warde, ‘ ‘olonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus F rederick 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashtonund. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Kit. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Scuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyhie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
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X. (Cork) | 


P.. J. 
(Salisbury) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


James 


hon. friend was perfectly sound. He 
agreed that there ought to be a possi- 
bility of electing women upon these 
bodies. He would go further and say that, 
in a large number of cases, they should 
be elected ; but he objected to the com- 
pulsory form of the Amendment, which 
might limit the choice of the Councils. 
As a matter of drafting he thought 

was far safer toadhere to the well-known 
interpretation of the term *‘ managers.” 
There could be no doubt that under 
the Bill as it stood women were eligible. 


Mr. BRYCE said the question was 


he was inclined to agree 
with the view of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that women might be eligible 
under the Clause, but he would like to 
have an assurance on legal authority 
that there should be no doubt on that 
But even if that were so, the 


3 F 
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question yet remained whether it should 
not be made compulsory to appoint 
women. The Amendment proposed to 
make them necessary members of the 
Boards of Managers. He thought they 
certainly ought to be members of the 
Committees, but whether they should 
be necessary members of the Boards of 
Managers seemed greatly to depend on 
the size of the Boards. If a Board con- 
sisted of six members there might be a 
difficulty, but if there were to be 
ten or twelve managers he thought 
it ought to be made compulsory to ap- 
point women. Even in the case of the 
smaller bodies there was much to be 
said in tavour of having at any rate one 
woman; and if that point was to be 
argued, the present was the Clause upon 
which it should be done. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
pointed out that in a great many 
schools there were three departments— 
girls, infants, and boys—and in his judg- 
ment it was most desirable that women 
should find seats on the Boards of Mana- 
gers of such schools. Assuming that 
they were eligible, it hadto be remem- 
bered that the body which appointed the 
managers would consist almost entirely 
of men, and in practice it had been 
found that such bodies seldom recognised 
the claims of women. In regard to the 
Committee, he thought it should be 
made compulsory to appoint women as 
members of that body, and when the 
Clause dealing with that matter was 
reached, he should press that point most 
strongly. He was not prepared to say 
that it should be compulsory with regard 
to the Board of Managers of a small 
school, but, at any rate, it ought to be 
made clear that women were eligible. 
For many years, he said, others had 
held their tongues as to the position of 
women on Schoo! Boards, but he was 
told that if the point were raised in the 
Law Courts it was very doubtful whether 
it would be found that women had a 
right to serve. But now that a new 
authority was being set up, he was not 
prepared to leave the question in that 
dubious condition. He wanted the House 
to give the country a lead in matters of 
this description, and, instead of merely 
declaring that such and such things were 
possible, to say that in its judgment they 


Mr. Bryce. 
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were desirable. They were bound to let 
children into the schools at'five years of age, 
and more than half of thechildrenattending 
the schools were of very tender age. In 
these circumstances there was work to be 
done in the schools which no one but a 
woman could do. There was work to be 
done with the female teachers which no 
man could understand. He wished it to 
he distinctly laid down that, in the opinion 
of the Committee, it was desirable that 
women should be elected as managers. 


Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton) said 
he had an Amendment on the Paper 
with reference to this question which, ine 
thought, would meet the case more com- 
pletely than that just moved by the 
hon. Member. He understood the Prime 
Minister to say that, while he objected 
to making the appointment of ladies as 
managers compulsory, there would be no 
objection under the Clause as it stood to 
ladies being admitted. He begged to 
contradict that. If a test’ case were 
brought, he was certain it would be 
shown that women had no right to sit on 
a Board of management; and this was a 
good opportunity to make the point clear. 
Women in these matters suffered both 
from the disabilities of sex and of cover- 
ture. Ina legal sense the married woman 
was not a personality ; she was merged 
in the personality of her husband, and 
therefore he was anxious that neither sex 
nor coverture should be a disability for a 
seat on a Board of school management 
He asked the hon. Member for West 
Dorsetshire whether he would withdraw 
his Amendment in order that he migiit 
move his own. 

CoLonEL WILLIAMS declined t 
withdraw his Amendment. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finutay, Inverness Burghs) said 
it was impossible to accept the Amend- 
ment in its present form unless the Com- 
mittee were of opinion that women in all 
cases should be upon these Boards of 
Managers. That might lead to difficulty 
in several cases in getting the best body 
of management available for a particular 
district. There might be many districts 
where it might not be found possible to 
get as good a manager of the female sex 
as might be procurable of the male sex. 
No one could doubt it; and it ought to 
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be left to those who appointed the Com- 
mittee to select those who were best 
fitted for managing the schools. He 
agreed that where there was a woman 
qualified to act it was highly desirable 
that she should be appointed, because 
she was able to render services which no 
man, however highly qualified, could 
render. For this reason the Amendment 
vught not to be inserted. But as to 
whether women were eligible to serve as 
the Bill now stood, he maintained there 
was no doubt that they were. By the 
Interpretation Act it was provided that, 
unless the contrary appeared, words im- 
porting the masculine gender should 
include the feminine. Nor did he agree 
with the suggestion that there might be 
some disqualification at common law on 
the part of women. While women would 
he eligible as the Bill stood, he thought 
it would be highly undesirable that the 
provision should be made compulsory on 
a body of this kind. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said this 
matter had been argued in the House 
over and over again, but the opinions 
held by the hon. and learned Gentleman 
holding the oftice of Attorney General 
had been overruled in the court of law. 
It would not be in order at present to 
cite cases decided in the courts in regard 
to the eligibility of women, but he could 
show that the courts had upheld views 
which were diametrically opposed to the 
intention of the House of Commons. He 
could not vote for words which would 
make it compulsory to have women as 
managers, but he agreed that some words 
ought to be intreduced which would 
make it clear that women might be 
appointed as managers. He preferred 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Northampton to that now before the 
Committee. 


CotoneL WILLIAMS said that after 
what had fallen from the right hon. 
Gentleman, he begged to withdraw the 
Amendment. {Several Hon. MEMBERS: 
No, no!} 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.) 
hoped the Government would look at 
this matter more sympatheticaliy and 
carefully vefore they got to another 
stage of the bill. He thought the proper 
place to make the eligibility of women 
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| as managers clear, would be the Schedule. 


A school containing girls and infants 
should have a woman on the Board of 
Managers; without her, the authority 
would be essentially incomplete. Words 
should be inserted to indicate that where- 
ever possible a woman should form at 
least one of the Board of Managers. Te 
should like to hear from the Prime 
Minister that this would receive a little 
more consideration. 


(6.55.) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the 
Government had said as clearly as 
language could express it that they were 
absolutely in favour of giving the freest 
access on the part of women to every 
authority found in the Bill. That was 
their policy ; and the question was whit 
was the best legal method of carrying 
out the intentions of the Government. 
He was sure, however, that the best way 
was not, when they came to the word 
“Committee,” “body,” or “ authority ”’ 
for the Committee to say then and there 
that on each of these various assemblages 
a woman should be eligible. Let the 
Committee introduce words in the defin- 
ition clause saying that for every purpose 
of the Bill women and men should be 
on an equality in these matters. That 
was not a legal phrase, but the proposal 
could be embodied in legal phraseology. 
There arose the further point, how far 
the introduction of words like these in 
the definition clause threw doubt upon 
other measures that had been passed. 
He was unable to gauge their effect, but 
if it be true that what the law officers 
had successively declared in the House 
upon this subject had as certainly been 
upset by the Law Courts as soon as the 
question came before them, then let the 
Committee guard against such a calamity 
by putting words in the definition clause 
of the Bill. If it be true that the position 
of women under other measures would 
be imperilled by the introduction of t hese 
words in the Clause, then the Committee 
ought to be careful as to what it was 
doing. But, as far as the Bill was con- 
cerned, he was ready to introduce words 
in the definition clause which would 
make it the avowed and declared inten- 
tion of the’ Government absolutely be- 
yond question as far as this measure 
itself was concerned. 


Ee 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that the 
point raised by the Amendment was not 
the inevitability of women being managers, 
hut the possibility that the County 
Council should be enabled to appoint 
women on the Board of Managers. He 
thought the point would be much better 
taken on the next Amendment standing 
in the name of the hon. Member for 
the Flint Boroughs. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS moved as an 
Amendment— 

“Tn line 2, after the word ‘managers’ to 
insert the words ‘of whom at least one shall 
be a woman.’ ” 

He contended that on the Board of 
Managers of six members, which con- 
trolled the education of boys and _ girls 
practically in equal numbers, there should 
be at least one representative of the girls. 
He entirely agreed with the hon. Member 
as to the difficulty of obtaining the 
election of ladies on these Boards, be- 


cause the interests of the female sex 
were apt to be overlooked. But they 
all knew what magnificent work had 


been done in the past by lady members 
on the School Boards. This was shown 
in the case of the late Miss Bayliss, who, 
although her politics and her religion 
were entirely different from the majority 
of the people, was returned at the head 
of the poll for the London School Board. 
That was a great tribute to the work of 
women on School Boards. And the 
illustration could be repeated all over the 
country. The Committee ought to re- 
collect that there were certain branches 
of education about which men obviously 
knew nothing, such as needlework, em- 
broidery, and cookery. Then there 
were the other branches of domestic 
hygiene, in which girls were taught to 
have correct ideas of house management, 
and regarding which it was absolutely 
necessary that there should be at least 
one woman on the Board of Management, 
who might go to the schools and to whom 
the girls might speak quite freely and 
unreservedly. And then as regarded the 
sanitation of the schools, the inspector 
only paid a visit once or twice a year, 
but what they wanted was that they 
should have someone who should go over 
the school not less than oncea week, to look 
after the ventilation and the proper 
accommodation provided for the children. | 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 1432 
He himself had seen, over and over again, 
little children actually asleep on their 
benches because there was no proper 
ventilation of the school room. He 
appealed to the Committee to make it 
imperative that at least one woman 
should be on the Board of Management. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

**In line 2, after the word ‘managers,’ to 
insert the words ‘of whom at least one shall 
be a woman.’ ”°—(Vr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
wish to avoid any discussion on this 
particular point. He thought that there 
was a general feeling that much was to 
be said in favour of giving the strongest 
lead in the direction of framing « scheme 
for the education authority, by which 
women would be included on a Board ot 
Management; but it was not desirable 
to make the appointment of women 
absolutely obligatory. To limit the 
choice in any way in a small country 
parish would be a mistake. If the 
Amendment were pressed, it would have 
to be altered; for if it were made 
obligatory that one of the body should 
be a woman, it must also be obligatory 
that one of the body should be a man. 

Mr. McKENNA said that the First 
Lord’s objection to the Amendment was 
that it would limit the choice of the 
managers of the schools. But he sub- 
mitted that the difficulty would be not 
to find one woman in a parish for election 
on the school management, but to get 
six efficient men. He had not a shadow 
of doubt that, in practice, they would 
be able to secure the services of one 
woman who would be able to look after 
what was essentially woman’s work. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said that he thought 
this Amendment was undoubtedly in 
the wrong place. Unquestionably they 
would be very well advised in giving a 
lead to the local education authority to 
appoint a woman on the Board of 
Management. It seemed to him that 
every argument as to the indireet control 
of school by the education authority 
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applied with more force to the domestic 
control of the school. It was extremely 
desirable that a woman should be on 
the Board of Management, which had to 
do with schools where there were girls 
and young children. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that he 
should vote for this Instruction rather 
than none. If the question were lett 
open, women would often be excluded 
where they ought to be appointed. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
said that the Vice President had told the 
Committee that he was anxious to give 
the strongest possi! le lead to the local 
authority to appoint a woman on the 
School Management Committee, where- 
ever a suitable woman was available. 
He suggested the addition to the Amend- 
ment of the words ‘unless the Board of 
Education shall, in any particular case, 
otherwise determine.” That would 
enable a local authority to represent to 
the Board of Education that a suitable 
woman was not available. It was most 
desirable that there should be women on 
these bodies, and he did not see how a 
lead was to be given to the local authori 
ties unless words were inserted. 
Lhe importance of having a woman on 
bodies of this kind was admitted. Their 
presence was the more necessary because 
these bodies would have more control 
than formerly, and the central authority 
would be tarther away. Owing to the 
parents not having power to elect, it 
was the more necessary that the (Com- 
inittee should insert some words in the 
Bill. and therefore would move to 
add the words—— 


some 


he 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
It is a most unusual thing to move an 
Amendment to an Amendment to the 
Amendment. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichtield) thought the difficulty 
could be easily got rid ot if the Amend- 
ment was accepted, and these modifying 
Amendments—for they were nothing else 
—were moved afterwards. His view was 
that women made ideal inspectors of 
schools: it was the one place where 
women were wanted. He was not sure 
that it would be to the advantage of 
education to put women on the education 
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} authority, but in this particular case he 


thought directions should be given to 
the education authority to put women 
on these bodies by words being inserted 
in the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) asked, now that a definite 
position had been given to women as 
teachers, And by the Board of Education 
as inspectors, why the principle should 
not be carried to its logical conclusion, 
and women given a definite position as 
managers. In these schools they had 
classes of cookery and needlework, for 
which women were required as teachers, 
and women were also required to look 
after the women teachers and the social 
comforts of the children. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said that if the local authority were 
to elect the whole of the managers he 
would agree with the Front Bench that 
this matter should be left entirely alone ; 
it ought to be left to their cliseretion 
whether they should appoint a woman or 
not. But if two-thirds of the coun- 
cillors were to be appointed by outside 
authority, then this Committee ought to 


interfere and tell the authority in 
this Act what they ought to do. He 
would certainly support the Amend- 
ment if it was made clear that the 


local authority should) appoint women 


managers. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) ex- 
pressed the opinion that the suggestion 
of the right hon. Gentleman was a 
perfectly reasonable one. The right hon. 
Gentleman had promised to introduce 
certain words in the scheme that should 
remove al! doubts as to the nominating 
of women on these Education Committees. 
He opposed the Amendment, on the 
ground that the women teachers would 
obtain as mach, if not more, justice from 
a Board composed of men as from a mixed 


Board. 


rose in his 
move, “That 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
place, and claimed to 
the Question he now put.” 


(7.26.) Question put, “That the 


Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 194 ; 
Noes, 148. (Division List No. 321.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
ae Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. “John 
Bayot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, “Colonel James Robert | 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch'r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, RtHnGera!d W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
ae George C. 'T. 

Beach, RtHn Sir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHn J. A. (Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. I 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain... Austen(W’re’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer | 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
€ ‘ohen, Benjamin Lows 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom), SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston,CharlesEdw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Lord 
Cros~, Herb. Shepherd (Boltor) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dighy, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart | 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher. William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Halsey, 
| Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
| Heath, Arthur Howard( Hauley | 


| Howard,J. (Midd. 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


| Loder, 
| Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
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Forster, Henry William 
Foster, SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-( Lines. 
Gorst, Right Hn. SirJohn Eldon 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gyetton, John 

Guest, Hon. 'vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 





Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x. 


| He rs of(L’nd’nderry | 
| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, Frederick ‘Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. “Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

, Tottenham) | 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
| Kenyon, Hon.( 


reo. T. (Denbigh | 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. W.(Salop | 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Lees 


Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monim’th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham | 
Leeve, Col. Hon. Heneave 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Gerald Walter Erskine 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,Col. Franeis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Duinfries-sh. 
Middlemore,John'Throgmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Montagu, Hon..J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, David J 


.(W'thamst’ w 
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Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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, Morrell, George Herbert 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur. A. (Deptford 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Noijan,Co!. John P. (Galway,N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyiun, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, ©. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

ar gy Ses ny Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 


| Renshaw, Charles Bine 


Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


| Robertson, Herlert (Hackney) 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely , Charles Hilton (Lincoin 
Seely, "Maj. J.E.B.(L.0f Wight) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Staniey,EdwardJas. (Somerset 


Stanley, Lord (Lines. ) 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Strutt. Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbor, Rt Hn.J.G.(Oxt'd Univ 


| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Win. Edw. M. 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia. Viseount 

Walker, Col. oe Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lioyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. ery 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Fatkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wertley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Scuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Williaa Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
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Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


| 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
(‘awley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
('rean, Eugene 


‘remer, William Randal | 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 


Vonelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dann, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edinund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Gilhe oly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(erant, Corrie — 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Hananond, John 
Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Brampton 


' 


(7.38.) Question put 
‘That those words be ther 


| MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| MacNeill. 
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Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horuiman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Langley, Batty 

Law. Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) | 
Layland- > Barr: ut, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese,SirJo: eph F.(Aecrington | 





| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 


Lough, Thomas 


John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Manstiel 1, Horace Rendall 

Mather, Sir William 

Mooney, John |. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Newnes, Sir Georg 

Nolan, Joseph Asal, South) | 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

Brien, en k (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien, P. J. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 

(Connor, Jame~(Wicklow, W. 

(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell. T. (Ke:ry, W.) 

O’ Kelly,James(ltoscommon,N | 

0’ a William 

O'Mara, Jatues 

oO Shaughnessy, re. a. 


| Partington, Oswald 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 


accordingly, 
e inserted in | Noes, 239. 


the proposed Amendment.” 


Alvaham, William (Rhondda 
Allen, CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Asher, Alexander 

Ba four, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond. Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brige, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Fon te Rt. Hon. James 


Caldwell, James 
. auston, Richard Knight 
‘awley, Frederick 


hanning, Francis Allston 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dwvies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


te gs Dr. Robert 


AYES. 


Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmort, Alfred 


Fenwick, Charles 

FE ‘oster, SirMic hael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harmsworth, R, Leicester 
Harwood, George 


| Roche, 
| Runciman, Walter 


| Warner, 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John B sryn (Eifion 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Scowden 

John 


Sehwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Denal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

ay Charles Philips 
Tully. Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace. Robert 
Walton,.JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Thomas Courtenay T. 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, L uke’ (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,( seocge (York, W. R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osinond(Merioneth ) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.K.) 
W oodhouse, Sir. IT( Huddersti'd 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Fenwick and Mr. 
Wm. Abraham (Rhondda ) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 99 ; 


(Division List No. 322.) 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 


| Helme, Norval Watsen 


Hemphill, kt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 


Holland, Sir William Henry 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C 
Jacoby, Jumes Alfred 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon, a veo. T.( Denbigh 
Langley, Batty 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese.SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
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Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Newnes, Sir George 
Partingtor, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood, C apt. SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir W:'liam Reynell 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
preci +. Hugh ©. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

eng rag og eel 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (fornsey 
Balfour, RtHnGer uid W.( Leeds 


Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt Hn. SirMichael Hieks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
joland, Jolin 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bulli, William James 
Butcher. John oF s re 
Campbeil, RtHn..J. A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, Ss. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carlile, Williain Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain. J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winstor Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coan. Denis JJ. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colling Ss, Rt Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John hi irlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Lord 
Crean, Engene 
Cremer, Williara Randal 
Cross, Herl. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon, Henry 
a digg Sir Charles 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 
Dickson, Charles Seott 


| Dutty, 


| Guest, 
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| Sehwann, Charles E. 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, J A(Glamore’n,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawsoen(Leeds,S. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


NOES. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, Join K. D. Wingtield- 


| Dillon, John 


Donelan, Captain A. 


| Doogan, P. ¢ 


Dorineton, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
William J. 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke. Rt Hon. Sir William Hart 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Creorge H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philips. (Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, _— 

G ‘iliooly, J ames 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-( Line. ) 
Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


Hamilton, Marg. of(L’nd nd’rry 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frerick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodvge, Sir Robert T. 
Hope.J. F.(Shettield. Brightside 
Roukienusta Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Molesworth, 
Hamilton, RtHn Lord G.( Mid’ | 


| Moon, 
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| Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet}; 


Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wvodhouse,SirJ. T( Hudderst’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES- 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ani 
Sir John Brunner. 


Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebhb, Sir Richard Claverhouss 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Saloj 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

pa Andrew Bonar a 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
Lawrence 2 Sir Josep h( Monn th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool!) 
Lawson, John Gas 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants., Fareham 
Legye, Col. Hon. Heneayge 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Carrie 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S} 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmoutlh 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘ivean, Jolin 

Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J. H.(Duamfries-s!) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G, (Huntingdon) 

~ ty Hon. J. Seott( Hants 
Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt.. Jasper(Shropshire) 


| Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth mst’ w 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Arebibald 


| Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptfrd 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

tg rie 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Myers, William Henry 
| Nicholson, William Grahain 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway.N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


O Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O*Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O Kelly, James( Roscommon,N. 
(Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Elhenezer 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robert Wellesl’y 
Penn. John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Viatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretviman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Co). Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,S. Forde (BethnalGreen 


| Ritchie, RtHon. Chas. Thomson | 


Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Seely, Maj..J.E.B.([sleof Wight | 


Smith,A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
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| Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tully, Jasper 

Valentia, Visconnt 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Auenstus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 


| Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





it being after half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
Committee report progress; to sit 
again this evening. 
EVENING SITTING. 
SOUTH AFRICA—COURTS MARTIAL 
COMMISSION. 
MotioN FOR ADJOURNMENT. | 


(9.0.) Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL 
(Donegal, .): I beg, Sir, to move the 
adjournment of the House for the pur- 
pose of discussing a definite matter of 
urgent publie importance—namely, the 
composition of the Commission appointed 
to inquire into the sentences imposed by 
military Courts established under martial 
law in the South African Colonies and 
Protectorates. Ido not think that any 
one who wishes to maintain the useful- 
ness of the House, and to enable it to dis- 
primary duty as a Grand 
Inquisition, will disapprove of the 
discussion of the constitution of the 
Commission appointed to inquire into 
the sentences passed under martial law 
in South Africa. The Commission is of 
a novel and extraordinary character. It 
is composed of the Lord Chief Justi-e of 
England, Mr. Justice Bigham, and Major 
GeneralSir John Ardagh. It isa matter 
for regret that the first important and far- 
reaching act of the new Prime Minister 
should not have been communicated and 


: : 
charge Its 


explained to the House, whose servant the 
right hon. Gentleman is, or ought to be. 
Before I deal with the composition of the 
Commission I wish to read the terms ot 
reference, which were communicated to 
the public Press instead of to the House. 
I know I shall not be in order in discus- 
sing the scope of the reference, but it 
is impossible for me to state my objec- 
tions to the constitution of the Com- 
mission if 1 do not first put the House 
in possession of what the Commission 
is to investigate. These are the term- 
of reference— 

‘**The King has been pleased to approve of 
the appointment of a Royal Commission to 
proceed to South Africa to inquire into the 
sentences imposed by Military Courts estah- 
lished under martial law in the South African 
Colonies and Protectorates; and to report 
whether, in the case of persons sentenced to 
terms of penal servitude and of imprisonment, 
and to the payment of fines, who are at the 
date oi the Report of the Commission under 
going any such sentences, or have not paid but 
are then liable to pay any such fines, it is 
expedient, having regard to all the cireum- 
stances, that such seutences or tines should be 
remitted or reduced. 

‘©The Commissioners will be empowered to 
examine the records of the proceedings, deposi- 
tions, and other documents, and, in any special 
case in which they deem it necessary, to call 
before them persons whom they may judge 
likely to afford any information upon the 
subject of the Commission.” 

My first contention is that Judges of 
the High Court should not be selected by 
the Government fora Commission of this 
character, which is largely political in 
its nature. | do not impugn the action 
of the Judges in accepting the position, 
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but I submit, with all respect, that I am 
well within my Parliamentary rights 
in condemning the Government for 
appointing them. There is no precedent 
for the appointment of a Lord Chief 
Justice in matters of this kind, which is 
to interfere with a matter of purely 
domestic political concern. It is, of 
course, well known that Lord Chief 
Justice Cockburn acted on the Geneva 
Arbitration, and Lord Chief Justice 
Killowen on the Venezuelan Arbitration, 
but I submit that these cases have no 
analogy whatever to the present one. | 
have sometimes been given a little credit 
for some knowledge of historical matters, 
hut I say—and I challenge anyone 
to deny it—that there has been 
nothing approaching such a combina- 
tion of judicial and political powers 
vested in a Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
land since 1806, when Lord Ellenborough 
was invited totake a seat in the Cabinet ; 
and on that occasion Mr. Perceval 
afterwards Prime Minister—entered a 
strong protest against the appointment. 
From that day to this the Lord Chief 
Justice has been prevented from acting 
in a political capacity. The question 
whether the duties which the Lord 
Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Bigham 
have been appointed under this question 
todischarge are or arenot actually political 
in their nature is not of so much conse- 
quence as whether they will be con- 
sidered political both in this country and 
in South Africa. But, as evidence ot 
the actual political nature of the appoint- 
ments and of the actual belief of the 
““man in the street” on that point, | 
propose to quote from the leading articles 
in the Stundard and the Morning Post— 
organs which support the Government, 
whose editors are the Ministerial fugle- 
men. and whose duty it is to create a 
factitious publie opinion in favour of 
their policy. ! begin with the Stundard, 
which says— 

‘*The appointment, which we announce this 
morning, of a Royal Commission to examine 
anil report on the sentences passed by the 
Military Courts established under martial law 
in South Afriea, is for obvious reasons a desir- 
able, and even a necessary measure. There 
can be ne question as to the qualifications of 
the Commissioners. Nobody would dream of 
disputing the competence of the Lord Chief 
Justice and of Mr. Justice Bigham, while Sir 
John Ardagh, who is joined with them, is not 
only a distinguished soldier, but has also had a 
very varied experience, of an administrative 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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character, as member of the Mission which 
delimited the Greco-Turkish frontier, as 
private secretary to Lord Lansdowne, and for 
a short time to Lord Elgin in India, and as 
British Delegate to the Peace Conference at 
the Hague. The delicate work to be done— 
which, while mainly judicial, is not without 
a political element—could not be in better 
hands than those of two eminent lawyers and 
a military officer who is at the same time a 
trained man of affairs. The Commission is not 
sent out to hear appeals from all the decisions 
of the Military Courts. To permit a general 
re-opening of questions already settled would 
be one of the worst possible ways of confirm. 
ing the re-establishment of Peace in South 
Africa. The reference to the Commission is, 
however, sufficiently wide. It is to consider 
all sentences of penal servitude and fine in 
those cases in which the term of imprisonment 
has not been completed, or the tine paid, and 
to report whether ‘having regard to all the 
circumstances,’ it is expedient to remit or 
reduce the punishment. The Lord Chief 
Justice and his colleagues will, in fact, be em- 
ployed to advise on the exercise of the Koyal 
prerogative of mercy with an equal regard to 
judicial and political considerations.” 


Martial Commission. 


The Morning Post on the same day thus 
announces the appointments — 


‘*The Government has appointed a Royal 
Commission whose task is, in short, to review 
the sentences passed by Military Courts in 
South Africa, and to review such sentences on 
the spot. No fault can be found with the 
constitution of the Commission. Even if the 
Lord Chief Justice of England were not the 
capable and the conscientious judge we all 
know him to be, his appointment would please 
and flatter the Beers, who do not as a rule 
quite comprehend that the head of the leyal 
profession in England is the Lord Chancellor. 
To them a Chief Justice is a Chief Justice. 
Mr. Justice Bigham is a painstaking and an 
impartial executor of the law, and the South 
African loyalists, who will certainly examine 
his record with intense curiosity, are not likely 
to find in his political career any excuse for 
supposing that he will be disposed towards an 
undesirable leniency. Major-General Sir John 
Ardagh is a military man, whose knowledge of 
South African affairs should be pretty complete, 
for he represented the Government on the 
Expelled Aliens Commission, and has lately 
spent some months in South Africa. Without 
him, or without any officer of equal standing 
and equally practised in military law, the 
Commission would nave been singularly incom- 
plete. Lawyers have a tendency to dislike 
martial law. But martial law carefully 
exercised, as it was exercised during the late 
war, generally secures justice. The trials of 
Kruitzinger, Scheepers, and Cordua_ proved 
that before a Military Court composed of 
officers, who are all the more anxious to be 
just in proportion as they are unacquainted 
with legal procedure, the prisoner has more 
chances than he would get ina legal court of 
summary jurisdiction, Sir John Ardagh’s 
presence on the Commission will probably 
prevent the legal members from laying too 
great stress on slight informalities or irregular- 
ities of procedure where substantial justice has 
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been done. At the same time, the appointment 
of such a Commission may be made the occasion 
for some plain speaking. For one reason we 
are intensely glad that it has been appointed. 
The fact that the sentences of the Military 
Courts are to be examined is in itself a proof 
that there is to be no weak general amnesty.” 
These are the statements of men who, 
sitting in editorial chairs, are the mouth- 
pieces of the Party and of the Prime 
Minister. It may be a small thing, but 
it is subsidiary to my argument, the 
absolute necessity for keeping the Lord 


Chief Justice outside political issues, that , 


English statute law has made a 
special provision excluding the Lord 


Chief Justice, alone of all the judges of 
the land, from taking any part whatever 
in the trials of election petitions. I wish 
to ask the Prime Minister a question, and 
[regret that the right hon. Gentleman 
does not consider it his duty to be in his 
place. [At this moment the attention of 
the hon. Member was drawn to the fact 
that the Prime Minister was standing 
vetween the Speaker’s chair and the 
Front Ministerial Bench.| I am glad to 
sec the Prime Minister present, and may 
[add * Welcome, littlestranger ~ ? {Cries 
ot ** Order!’| I desire to know why, out 


of the whole body of the English 
judiciary —ineluding the Lords of Appeal 


—the Government have chosen to ap- 
point two learned judges who, as Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, were 
members of the South African Com- 
mittee, and were prominently  dis- 
tinguished by their hostility to the 
Boers. Lord Alverstone, as Attorney 
General, was a prominent member of the 
South African Committee, and Mr. 
Justice Bigham was even more pro- 
minent. One thing I must say—and it 
has been abundantly proved—that the 
crowning mistake of the South African 
Committee was that it did not insist on 
the production of the Kk hodes-Hawkesley 
correspondence, in which the conspiracy 
of the Colonial Office would have been 
shown. 


*\Ir. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
composition of this Commission. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Have I not 
a right to show that the judges were 
members of a Committee which pre- 
vented the production of documents 
which, if published, would have prevented 
the war ! 
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3ut the hon. Mem- 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


ber must not make an attack on the 
judges. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I am _ not 


attacking these two judges gv judges: 
I am making an attack on events in 
their previous careers, which unfit them, 
as I say, to serve on this Commission. I 
am not attacking them as judges in any 
way, but I am attacking the Govern- 
ment for appointing theni—the appoint- 
ment being one, in consequence of the 
incidents I have named, which is 
calculated to create distrust of the Com- 
mission in South Africa. [ know South 
Africa. I know something of South 
African opinion, and every one there 
agrees that the war hinged on the non- 
production of this correspondence. The 
Lord Chief Justice (as Attorney General) 
and Mr. Justice Bigham prevented its 
production when Mr. Hawkesley would 
have been glad to produce it. Let me 
prove this by reading a few extracts 
trom theexamination of Mr. Hawkesley 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire. |The hon. 
Member proceeded to read extracts. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! The 
hon. Member is not justified in this. 
He is discussing the ground on which 
the letters should have been produced, 
and if he were permitted to do that he 
might read the whole evidence, and then 
say he objected to the two learned judges 
being members of the Committee. He 
must confine himself to the question of 
the composition of the Committee. In 
doing that he cannot go into transactions 
in which other gentlemen were engaged. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I intended 
to go into one transaction only, and 
that was the conduct of the Lord Chief 
Justice and Mr. Justice Bigham in sup- 
pressing this correspondence—an act 
which generated the war. The Jorning 
Post says— 

‘South African loyalists will examine Mr. 

Justice Bigham with intense curiosity.” 
And adds that he is not likely to lean to 
the side of “ undesirable leniency.” To 
increase the confidence of South African 
loyalists, I may say that Mr. Justice 
Bigham has been hand-and-glove with 
the instigators of the Jaineson Raid. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon Member is now attacking Mr. 
Justice Bigham in a way he is not en- 
titled to do. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I am not 
making an attack on that learned judge. 
I am attacking the Government for 
appointing him. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In my opinion the 
hon. Member is attacking Mr. Justice 
Bigham. and he must not do so. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Very well, 
Sir. But | will, with your permission, 
read a letter sent on the eve of the 
sitting ot the Commission by Mr. Justice 
Bigham to Mr. Hawkesley, the solicitor 
for Mr. Rhodes and the Chartered Com- 
pany— 

* Goldsmith Buildings, 
“Temple, 
* Aug. 7th, 1896. 

“Dear Mr. Hawkesley,—Can Mr. Charles 
Leonard come down to the House of Commons 
tomorrow at tive o'clock’ The (South African) 
Committee meet privately at half-past four in 
Colonel Legge’s room, and | would see Leonard 
immediately after the meeting breaks up. 

‘Yours truly, 
© JoHN C. BiIGHAM.” 


This letter was read in this House by 
the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
during the South African debate, when 
the conduct of the Government in not 
producing the Hawkesley correspondence 
was attacked ; and on February 26th, 
1900, the following ceply from Mr. 
Justice Bigham was read— 


* Feb. 26th, 1900. 


© The South African Committee. 


*°To the Editor of The Times. 
**Sir,—During the debate on Tuesday last, 
Mr. Thomas, M.P., referred to a letter of 


mine addressed to Mr. Hawkesley in August, 
1896. As Mr. Thomas seems to think that the 
letter ought net to have been written, and as 
he has made his opinion public, will you allow 
me to say why it was written’ I wished to 
know much more than | did then know about 
the alleged grievances of the Uitlanders, and I 
was told | could get full particulars of the 
complaints from Mr. Leonard. [ was further 
told that Mr. Leonard was in London and that 
Mr. Hawkesley knew his address. I knew Mr. 
Hawkesley slightly, and therefore I wrote to 
him asking him to be good enough to procure 
for me an interview with Mr. Leonard. The 
incident took place long before the Committee 
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commenced its inquiry and before I had any 
idea that Mr. Leonard would be called as 4 
witness. 
“Very truly yours, 
** JOHN C. BIGHAy, 
** Newcastle-on-Tyne.” 


* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is abusing his privilege, 
After having obtained leave to move 
the adjournment, he is proceeding to 
open up the question of the Jameson 
Raid and the action of the South African 
Committee. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I am not 
endeavouring to do anything of the 
kind. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: I accept the hon. 
Member's statement that he is not 
endeavouring to do it; but he is doing 
it, nevertheless, ; 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Ti I was, 
it was unintentional. I will generally 
wind up my case by saying that | 
regard it as highly objectionable for the 
Government to appoint two gentlemen 
who have taken a prominent part on 
one side in one of the most fierce racial 
conflicts ever known in South Africa. 
They are not persons to command the 
respect of the South African public, or 
to exercise any real or lasting influence 
of a healing nature on the disturbed 
condition of South Africa. As regards 
Sir John Ardagh, I do not wish to say 
anything, except that 1 hope that the 
Government will take his advice this 
time. He was the gentleman whose 
advice the Government did not take 
when, as Chief of the Intelligence De 
partment, he told them all about the 
Boer preparations. I regard the associa- 
tion of a military gentleman with two 
legal gentlemen as a novel and improper 
method ot administering justice, either 
poiitically or judicially. Ithink I have 
said sufficient to show that the constitu- 
tion of the Commission is not such as 
one would have expected a Government, 
anxious to maintain peace between the 
two races in South Africa, to propose. 
I cannot discuss the scope of the in- 


quiry, but I have stated what the 
inquiry .is to be in general terms, 
because otherwise I would not have 


been able to pass the strictures which | 
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have thought it my duty, as a Member 
fthe House of Commons, to pass on the 
romposition of the Commission. What 
[ had said tonight will be said through- 
out South Africa in a short time. The 
First Lord of the Treasury answered,very 
curiously a Question put to him some 
time ago as to whether there would be 
2 general amnesty in South Africa. It 
was expected that there would be a 
general amnesty, but instead of that 
there is to be a Commission, consisting 
f two gentlemen whose leanings are 
well known, and a general officer; and, 
is far as I can see, there is to be no 
general amnesty or a desire to smooth 
away differences in South Africa. | 
vould gladly say a great deal more, as, 
like the First Lord of the Treasury, 
| think that the first place in which 
trictures should be passed on the Com- 
mission is the House of Commons. I 
have made intentionally no attack on 
the members of the Commission; but I 
have attacked the Government for the 
composition of the Commission, as it is 
aleulated to promote ill-will, disunion, 
ind suspicion in South Africa, and to 


lower the character of the judicial 
ench. I beg to move. 


(9.36.) Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg 
to second the Motion of my hon. and 


learned friend. It would have been 
very convenient if, before we began 


this discussion, we had some statement 
as to the appointment of the Com- 
mission. It seems to me that the 
appointment of these gentlemen will 
be regarded as a sign of weakness 
abroad, as it is regarded as a sign of 
a bad conscience on the part of the 
Government at home. Why have the 
Government appointed this Commission 
if they do not believe that something 
requires revision in the action of these 
military courts? Let me examine who 
are the parties who are to compose 
this Commission. In the first place, 
let me associate myself very cordially 
with what my hon. and learned friend 
said—that there is no question that 
the two learned Gentlemen who have 
been appointed on this Commission are 
not fair minded men: the question is, 
whether they will be so considered by 
the Dutch population in South Africa. 
It seems to me to be a fatal defect 





{28 JuLy 1902} 


1450 


Martial Commission. 


of judgment on the part of the Govern- 
ment that they have shown themselves 
totally incapable of placing themselves 
in the position of members of small 
nationalities. That is all the more 
remarkable because three or four 
Members of the Government are Scotch- 
men, and Scotland has been subjected 
in times past to the very ills to which 
South Africa has been subjected. We 
have had martial law in Scotland, and 
the memory of it rankles still. What 
is the position of Lord Alverstone, who 
is Chairman of the Commission, in 
relation to the present Government ! 
Not only was he a member of the 
Jameson Raid Commission, but he was 
Attorney General at the time the war 
was initiated, and at the time these 
very Military Courts whose decisions 
are to be revised were set up. So tar 
as the Boers are concerned, they will 
look on Lord Alverstone as the initiator 
of the very matters to be inquired into, 
and as one who may have advised the 
Government on those very constitutional 
questions that may have to be reviewed. 
In times past we had in Scotland a man 
of the name of Sir George Mackenzie. 
He lives in Scottish history as “ Bluidy 
Mackenzie.”” He was as courteous a 
gentleman as Lord Alverstone, but still 
it would have been highly inappropriate 
for the British Government at that 
time to have sent him to judge the 
drumhead Courts Martial of Claver- 
house. That would have rankled for 
all time in the Scottish mind. As 
regards the particular matter with 
which we are dealing, supposing a noble 
member of the house of Cecil, whose 
zeal had outrun his discretion, had 
committed an indiscretion, how would 
it be liked if his case were to be revised 
by Mr. Kruger’s Atttorney General ! 
That is precisely the position we have 


got to deal with. Then as to Mr. 
Justice Bigham, I suppose one of 
his recommendations is that he is 


not very well known, except in con- 
nection with the Jameson Raid In- 
quiry. That, I think, was the first 
occasion on Which he figured before 
the public, and it is certainly the only 
means the Dutch in South Africa have 
of judging him. I think that the selee- 
tion of these two judges out of the judges 
on the English Bench and the Scottish 
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Bench, and Heaven only knows how 
many on the Irish Bench, is very un- 
fortunate. Have they been appointed 
on the advice of the Premiers of Cape 
Colony and Natal? The Government 
have shown a singular predilection for 
following the advice of these gentlemen 
in preference to the advice of the House. 
One would like to know whether they have 
been consulted, and why the selection 
should have been confined to the judicial 
Bench at all. Are there not many men 
of learning and judicial acumen who 
might have commanded the respect both 
of the Dutch and the British in South 
Africa? I beg to second the Motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
«That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


(9.43.) Toe SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): | must say that those of us who 
have listened to the speeches of the hon. 
Members will hardly see in them any 
justification tor this most unjustifiable 
Motion. What is the question before 
the House! It is whether or not the 
small Commission appointed by the 
Government to inquire into the sen- 
tences given under martial law in South 
Africa is a competent Commission to 
decide the only question they have to 
decide — whether these sentences are 
contrary to law or contrary to military 
practice. With regard to the gentlemen 
who have been appointed on the Com- 
mission, we have been assured by the 
hon. Member who made the Motion, not 
on the faith of any statement of the 
Government, but a newspaper article, 
that these judges have been appointed to 
interfere in a largely political question. 
And in order to support that idea, a 
variety of citations have been made as 
to the conduct ot these judges when 
some years ago one of them was sitting 
on a Committee to give an opinion on 
matters then before him. There has 
not been one thing quoted, with regard 
either to the Lord Chief Justice or Mr. 
Justice Bigham, which had anything 
whatever to do with the question of 
martial law. What would be the posi- 
tion of this House if any judge, having 
served in this House or outside it, was 
liable to have brought up against him, on 


Mr. Llack. 
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a purely legal question, the fact that at 
one time or other he occupied a Party 
position in this House? No one at this 
moment who is administering martial 
law in South Africa has any connection 
whatever with the Government. The 
officers who have been appointed have, 
according to the best of their ability, in 
a very difficult situation, carried out the 
work entrusted to them. When a 
number of men who are not trained 
lawyers are suddenly called upon for a 
certain number of months to administer 
a very difficult set of regulations, at great 
distances from one another, without any 
power of co-ordination with a central 
authority, it is obvious that there will be 
occasions in which larger sentences might 
be given than should have been given, and 
occasions in which the same _ sentences 
might be given in different cases, though 
if the whole of the evidence were reviewed 
legally it might not lead to the same 
result. 1 cannot imagine any two men 
who would more largely command the 
confidence of Parliament than the present 
Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice 
Bigham when appointed to review 
sentences so given—not sentences given 
by their own colleagues or sentences for 
which the Government, to which the 
Lord Chief Justice undoubtedly 
belonged, are in any way responsible | 
do think that a Motion of this kind is the 
most far-fetched attack on these jucyes 
that could possibly be conceived. As to 
Sir John Ardagh, who has been associated 
with them, he happens to have a particu- 
larly acute knowledge of military law, and 
with that capacity, and with the experience 
he has already gained in South Africa, | 
have not the slightest doubt that, not only 
will he be of the greatest assistance to the 
Commission, but that he will command the 
confidence of those who are brought before 
him. Ido think it is a great misfortune 
that we should be Jed into a discussion of 
this kind in respect of a Commission that 
is going out with purely pacifie objects. if 
I may reply in one sentence to the hon. 
Member for Banttshire, I would say that 
his attempt to compare what is taking 
place in South Africa with what took 
place in Scotland a century and a half 


once 


| ago is a libel on those who have had to 
/administer martial law during the past 


year and I have no doubt that there 
would have been a scene of almost un- 


seemly rejoicing in Scotland if three such 
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men as We are now sending out to South 
Africa had reviewed the sentences passed 
under martial Jaw in 1745. I do 
answer this Motion at any length. 
not say it is brought forward deliberately 
to delay public business, but it has the 
effect of delaying public business. 


possibly justify the Government in 
altering in the slightest degree the 


composition of the Commission, or in 
doubting for a moment 
in which it is held by the great majority 
of the country. The only effect of this 
discussion, which | hope is not intended, 
can be to create doubt in South Africa as 
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not | 
I will | 
| the Government, and I hope that it will 


No} 


opinion which has been expressed could | 
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peace and pacification in South Africa. I 
confess at once that I weleume the 
appointment of the Commission as an 
indication of that intention on the part of 


be successful. When we come to the 
personality of those who are members of 
the Commission I part company from ny 
hon. and learned friend. We know 
enough of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. 


| Justice Bigham in this House, and still 


the confidence | 


to the competence and impartiality of men | 


as to Whose competence and impartiality 
the average Englishman would entertain 
no doubt whatever ; and for that reason I 


would ask the House to reject the 
Motion. 
Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(stirling Burghs): The right — hon. 
Gentleman said that this was an utterly 
indefensible Motion. In that I do not 
agree with him, because I think it is a 
Motion that arises not unnaturally from 
the fact that the House of Commons has 
been kept really in ignorance of the 
appointment of this Commission and the 
purpose for which it has been sent. There 
has been no announcement made to the 
House of Commons of the existence of 
this Commission—we have had to gather 
it from the public Press : 
if the right kon. Gentleman and _ his 
colleagues had taken a little more pains 
to take the House of Commons into their 
confidence they might have avoided this 
Motion. But, while I think that it is 
not unnatural for my hon. and learned 
friend to have raised the question, he has 
confined himself to the personal aspect of 
tlie question ; and I am bound to say that 
in the personal aspect of the question | 
cannot follow him in what he has said, 
Ido not think it is necessary at all for 


us to examine closely into the history of | 


the three eminent men who have been 


appointed to serve on the Commission. | 


lam satisfied myself that the intention, 


and probably the etiect, of the Commission | 


will be found to be in the direction of 


confidence reposed in them. 


more from our observation of their 
conduct in their judicial capacity, to be 
sure that they are not likely to do any- 
thing which would not justify the high 
I do not 
think it is necessary for me to refer to 
the old story of the South Africa Com- 


/mittee or any of the other Commissions 


and I think that | 


to which my hon. and learned friend has 
referred. I confess I do not think that 
anything can be gathered from what 
occurred then, or from any of the other 
circumstances to which he has referred, 
which can throw any discredit upon any 
one of the three members of the Commis- 
sion. My hon. and learned friend has 
quoted passages from the public news- 
papers. The Government are not respon- 
sible for all the foolish things that day 
after day are published in the newspapers. 
I think that although, as I said at the 
heginning, it was not unnatural for my 
hon. and learned friend to raise the 
question, especially as the House of 
Commons has been kept largely in the 
dark upon the subject, yet I entirely 
dissociate myself from his view of the 
matter ; and, although I have no responsi- 
bility in the matter, I ean only say that 
this strikes me as a step taken by the 
Government which is entirely in the 
interest of the pacification of South 
Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, *‘ That the 


| Question be now put.” 


(9.53.) Question put, ‘That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 
122. (Division List No. 323.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen, AugustusHen’y Eden 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. Jolin 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. 5. (Hornsey) 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W {Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
Bariley, George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grittith- 
Brodrick, Rt Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,SirJ ohn CharlesReady 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ranborne, Lord 

ripps, Charles Alfred 

1oss, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. AKers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.( Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C. Ormsby -(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Jolin Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfel!, William Henry 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E ) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Beaumont, Weatworth C. B. 
Bell. Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


| 
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Hall, Edward Marshall 


| Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 


Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert Wm. | 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 


| Henderson, Sir Alexander 


Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 


| Hope,J.F.(Shetheld, Brighrside 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,J. (Midd. ,'Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil | 
Hudson, Gecrge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walier(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt Hn W G Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 


Maxwell, W..J. H.( Dumfries-sh 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J (Walthamst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Arebibald 


Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Peel, iin Win. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 


NOES. 


Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 


| Delany, William 


Devlin, Joseph 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Dovgan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
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| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Powell, Sur Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Parvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Randles, Jolin S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratelith, R. BF. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Hervert (Hackney) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
kewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. ( Herctord,East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Staniey, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Start, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Trittun,Charles Ernest 
Tuinell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A C E( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel 2. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


| Wills, Sir Frederick 


Wil-on, Jolin (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, it. Ho. E.R. (Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffiench, Peter 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Grant, Corrie 

Grittith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Law,Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJoseph F. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kean, John 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


1457 


(10.5.) Question put 
‘* That the House do now ac 


\braham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc. Stroud 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Catdwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ©. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Firench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
(rilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bavot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W .(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
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Murphy, John 


| Newnes, Sir George 


Nolan,Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Josepk (Loath, South) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
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Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | Sullivan, Donal 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, Wilham 
O’ Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price. Robert John 


Rea, Russell 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


) Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Schwann, Charles E. 


accordingly, 


{journ.” 210. 


AYES. 


Harwood, (George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Law. Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John, Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kKean, John 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, Jolin J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nolan,Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. ) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


NOES. 
jartley,George C. T. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


SERIES. | 3G 


The House divided :—Ayes, 64 ; 
(Division No. 324.) 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan, G ower 


| Toulmin, George 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Tully, Jasper 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
W oodhonse,SirJ. [( Hudd’rsfi’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick 0’ Brien. 


Noes, 


O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (i<erry, W.) 
O'Malley. William 

(’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tully, Jasper 

White, George (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.} 


TELLERS FOR THE AY ES— 
Mr. MaeNeill and Mr. 
Black. 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJolinCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Lord 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Davenport, W. Bromley- 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
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Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dickson-Poynder, 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohn E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher. Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Foster, oe Warwick,S. W. 
Fuller, M. F. 

hoe mg Ernest 
Godson. SirAugustusFrederick 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
tt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
a William Henry 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hunilton, Rt Hn LordG (Middx 
Hanbury. Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hateh, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Holland, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetirevs, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Susesex) 
Ke byon .Hon.Cieo. T.( De nbig h 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND 


TLL. 


(orst, 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the ¢ 
(Mr. LOWTHER, 
rit h, in t he ( ‘hair. ) 
Clause 7 :— 
Amendment proposed 


39, after the w 
* shall, 


* In page 2 line: 
to insert the wor: le 


Sir John P. | 


‘ommittee. ) 


Cumberland, 


rord 
where the local 
education authority are the Council of a county. 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) | 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, "Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Cul. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Leeckwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( BristolS) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, itHn. W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, _ Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M Arthur, ¢ has les (Liverpool) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A( Deptford) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswaid 

Pauiton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratelitf, R. | 


Edward 


authority. 


Pen- 


vided by 


| 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. 


Bill. 


tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Runciman, ‘alter 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Ex st) 





D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest JJ. 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJ as. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles go 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry N 


apier 


| Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G(Oxf? aU niy 


Jno.Throgmorton | 


Henry Jaines 
Edw. M 


Tollemache, 
‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 


| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philip 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwar 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1’. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Webb, Colonel William Geor_e 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Tauntoi 
Wharton, Rt. Hn.John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyn 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Aleernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dors«i 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lor: 
Willox, Sir John Archibale 
Wills. Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E. it.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mud. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, it. Hak. Ro Bath 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyedham, Rt. Hn. Georg 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEs 


Sir William Walrond and 


Rea, Russell Mr. Anstruther. 
Reid, James (Greencek) 
AND WALES , have a body of managers consisting of a numnhe1 
of managers not exceeding four appol ited } 
that Council, together with number not 


exceeding two appointed by the minor local 
Where 
authority are the Council of a borough or urlin 
district they may, 
any school provided by them such number oi 
managers as they may determine. 

*(2) All public 


the local edueation 


the local  edueation 


if they think fit, appoint for 


elementary schools not pro- 
authority she . 


havea body of managers consisting of a numbe 
of trust managers not exceeding four appoint . 
as provided| by this Act, to; gether with a number 


‘authority * 
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of Managers not excee: line s two appointed 
the local 
Council of a county, 


education authority are the 
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one by the minor local authority ; and (6) 
where the loval education authority are the 
Council of a borough or urban district, both by 
that authority. 

(3) One of the managers appointed by the 
minor local authority, or the manager so 
appointed, as the case may be, shall be the 
parent of a child who is or has been during the 
last twelve months a scholar in the school. 

“(4) The ‘minor local authority’ means the 
Council of any borough or urban district, or 
the Parish Council or (where there is no Parish 
Council) the Parish Meeting of any parish, which 
appears to the County Council to be served 
by the school. Where the school appears to the 
County Council to serve the area of more than 
one minor local authority the County Council 
shall make such provision as they think for joint 
appointment by the authorities concerned.”— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 

Question again proposed, “That 
those words be there inserted.” 


(10.20.) Dr. SHIPMAN thought that 
the Interpretation Act of 1889 was 
only intended to shorten Parliamentary 
language, and was not intended to confer 
rights or take away disabilities, con- 
sequently if the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Attorney General, was relying on 
that Act he was leaning on a_ very 
broken reed. He contended that the 
words of his Amendment were necessary 
to make it clear that either married or 
single women could be appointed to the 
Committee of Managers. He begged 
leave to move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

‘‘Tn line 2, after the word ‘managers,’ to 
insert the, words ‘neither sex nor coverture to 
be taken as a disability.”—(Di. Shipman.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought that 
he had explained to the House that 
these words were absolutely unnecessary. 
There, however, seemed to be some doubt 
on the point dealt with by the hon. 
Member, but he thought they should 
deal with the difficulty as it arose, not 
by the way of the present Amendment. 
Under these circumstances he asked the 
hon. Member to withdraw his Amend- 
ment, because it only covered one par 
ticular case. There were other Com- 


mittees and bodies dealt with in this Bill, | 


and he thought they would do better to 
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have some words analagous to those in 
the Act of 1889, because he considered 
that they ought to make it perfectly 
clear that no disabilities attached to the 


status of women in these educational 
objects. 
| Mr. BRYCE said that so far as he 


recollected the proposals of this Bill, 
the only place where this question arose 
was with regard to the Committee 
appointed by the local authority. If 
there were other cases, perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman would mention them. 
If his hon. friend accepted the right 
hon. Gentleman’s suggestion, and allowed 
this matter to be dealt with in another 
proposal, would that also cover the 
Education Committee? Many of them 
felt strongly that there ought to be a 
positive direction upon this matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
entirely agreed with what the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated, but he did not 
wish to commit the Government at 
present as to what they would do upon 
the case he had suggested. All he said 
was that the proper way to deal with it 
would be to postpone this Amendment, 
and let them either in some general 


statute in some general terms lay 
down this principle so that no 
loophole or doubt could exist. He 


thought it would be more practical to 
have a broad provision which he pro- 
posed to put at the end of this Bill. He 
thought it would be much better to 
adopt this course, because the question 
of interpretation had really become an 
intolerable nuisance. 


*Dr. SHIPMAN said that after the 
assurance which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given him he begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said he should like to say that 
he believed some other hon. Members, as 
well as himself, on the Government side 


voted with some regret against the 
Amendment which was moved before 
the Adjournment, not because they 


thought it was undesirable that women 
| should be allowed to act as managers, 
but because they thought the compul- 
sion involved made the Amendment 
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impracticable. In accepting the as- 
surance that words would be introduced, 
which would make it quite certain that 
women would be eligible both for the 
new authority to be constituted and for 
the Board of managers, he, for one, did 
not commit himself to the acceptance 
of this assurance as being all that they 
wished to see done under his Bill. When 
the proper time came he should be 
prepared to endeavour to make the 
service of women on the Education Com- 
mittee of the local authority compulsory. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CHANNING said it seemed to 
him quite clear from the previous dis- 
cussion that the number of managers for 
the different districts ought not to be 
stereotyped, but the number ought to 
be flexible and variable according to the 
wants and character of the locality. It 
was necessary to have some elasticity, 
and it was best to leave the number to 
be determined by the county or local 
education authority. One area might 
want a much larger number than 
another, from local circumstances and 
distances, or again, it might require 
managers of more varied types and 
qualifications than another locality to 
secure real efficiency, while a smaller 
parish might have no such difficulties. 
It was for these reasons that he 
had placed this Amendment on the 
Paper. He thought that if the number 
fixed was less than six it might not 
prove to be a workable Board. He did 
not bind himself to six, and another 
number might be selected, and five had 
been suggested as being more suitable. 
To him six appeared to be a convenient 
minimum and the maximum might be 
left variable to be fixed by the County 
Council. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


‘**Tn line 2, after the second word ‘ managers,’ 
to insert the words ‘to be fixed by the Council, 
and in nou case to be less than six, and of this 
number.’ "—(Mr. Channing.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words | 


be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.’ 


Sir William Anson, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR did not think 
that the Bill would be improved by adopt- 
ing either of the two proposals contained 
in the Amendment. The minimum might 
be very inconvenient, as an education 
authority might have difficulty in finding 
the requisite material. It was possible 
in such circumstances that the result of 
the Amendment would merely be to 
dilute the body of managers. He also 
considered that the machinery by which 
the hon. Gentleman proposed to attain 
his end was not convenient. 


(10.35.) Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
not made out any case against this 
Amendment. It was obviously absurd 
that they should have the same principle 
applied to a large and a small parish, and 
there ought to be some elasticity. The 
County Council were not always com- 
petent to choose local men. It might he 
competent to fix the number of repre- 
sentatives, because the County Council 
would be able to take into consideration 
whether they were dealing with a 
scattered parish or an area within a 
ringed fence where good or bad means of 
communication existed. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would withdraw 
his opposition to this Amendment. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE contended that 
they could not consider this question 
satisfactorily without also considering the 
question of grouping the schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was not 
proposed that the limit of six should 
apply to grouped schools. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that in 
the case of a rural parish of 15,000 in- 
habitants with eight board schools, six 
managers would be a very small number. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that 
this point was dealt with later on in an 
Amendment, to line 25 by an Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for East Somerset which 
provided— 

‘Notwithstanding anything in this section 
the local education authority may group any 
schools provided by them and, with the consent 
of the managers, may group any schools not 
provided by them, under one body of managers, 
consisting of such number and appointed in such 
manner and proportions as shall have been 
agreed upon between the local education 
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authority, the minor local authorities, and, in 
the case of schools not provided by the local 
education authority, the managers of the 
schools concerned, or as may be determined so 
far as relates to the minor local authorities, in 
default of agreement, by the Board of 
Education. 

‘* Any such arrangement for grouping shall re- 
main in force for three years.” 
Therefore, there was no limitation in 


dealing with grouping. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said he 
thought that applied to denominational 
schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The number 
of managers .or groups of schools is 
unlimited. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he did 
not see why there should be a fixed 
limit. He could imagine cases where 
six managers might be too many, and 
other instances where four would not 
be enough. He could not see why the 
actual number should not be left to 
the discretion of the local authority. 
He did not know why the right hon. 
Gentleman thought there was so much 
virtue in the numbers fixed. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. 
Mewber for East Somerset did not meet 
the point which had been raised. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are only 


on provided schools now. 


Mr. WilITLEY said if they did not 
take this opportunity of raising this 
question they would lose a great deal 
of force when they came to deal with 
the other schools. In the case of 
provided schools there was a greater 
need for an increase in the number 
above six. He appealed to the right 
hon. Gentleman to give to the managers 
whatever powers he could in order to 
enable them to work in a satisfactory 
manner. In a great industrial county 
they were never sure of business men 
being able to attend at a particular 
time, and it was highly desirable that 
there should be a sufficiently large 
number of managers to ensure a 


quorum sufficiently large to prevent 
the business being done in a_hole-and- 
corner way. 
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Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.) said he did not 
quite understand the words. Supposing 
that a County Council appointed three, 
what was to happen then! Would the 
other bodies appoint two or one? If 
they had five, four, or three, what was to 
be the distribution between the respective 
authorities? He would suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman that the considera- 
tion which induced him to fix a maximum 
should also induce him to fix a minimun, 
so that there would be security of having 
a working body in the event of any 
of the members being prevented from 
attending the meetings by illness or 
business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
point out how these words were intended 
to work. The Government did not pro- 
pose that there should necessarily be six : 
but if a County Council did not choose to 
appoint four, they must be content not to 
have the majority of four to two which 
the Bill permitted. On the other hand, 
if the Parish Council did not desire to 
appoint two, the Bill did not compel them 
to do so. As to the maximum, what was 
urged upon him was that there were cases 
in which a maximum of six was insufti- 
cient in large country districts to deal 
with the day-to-day problems of the 
schools. Such cases he believed to be 
rare. Personally he believed a body of 
six was probably more efficient to deal 
with large problems than a body of greater 
number. But if there were such cases in 
which there ought to be more than six, 
he was inclined to think they would be 
met by an Amendment standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for Wigan, 
providing that where the circumstances 
of the school required a larger body of 
managers the Board of Education might 
make an order increasing the total number 
of managers, so, however, that the number 
of managers was proportionately in- 
creased. That Amendment provided 
adequate elasticity for increasing the 
number above six where the conditions of 
the district required it. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that on the question as between the 
fixing of a maximum and a minimum, he 
very much preferred the minimum. He 
believed that the cases in which the 
minimum limit would cause inconvenience 
would be very much less than those in 
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which the maximum limit would cause 
inconvenience. He did not see why there 
should be a limit in the case of an ordin- 
ary County Council. Their conditions 
were much more varied than in the case 
of Urban District Councils and Borough 
Councils, and that was a reason why 
they should have a much more free hand 
than a Borough Council or an Urban 
District Council. The only difficulty in 
giving them a free hand seemed to be in 
regard to the proportionate number to be 
appointed by the Council, and the number 
to be appointed by the minor local 
authority, but that could be easily dealt 
with. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
said that the circumstances of 
ditferent places must necessarily differ, 
and it was therefore desirable to give 
elasticity and variety to the bodies of 
managers to be appointed. In some 
cases there would be no difficulty in 
collecting a meeting, while in others, 
where the population was greatly 
scattered, it would be very difficult to 
collect the same number. The Clause 
should give power to vary the number 
of managers according as the circum- 
stances of each case might require. 


Mr. BRYCE said the First Lord of 
the Treasury did not seem to have laid 
enough stress on certain points con- 
cerning this question. A County Coun- 
cil was a distant authority. A small 
number of managers had been sufficient 
hitherto where the School Board had 
been near. The Education Committee 
would not be always meeting ; it would 
be at a great distance, and a great deal 
would have to be done by the managers 
on the spot. It would be extremely 
inconvenient if managers were not able 
to convene meetings. There should be 
a strong body of managers, and in no 
case shou!d the quorum be less than 
three. In view of the difficulty of get- 
ting a quorum, he doubted whether in 
any circumstances the body of managers 
should be less than six. There was a 
great deal to be said for having a fixed 
minimum of six, and, as regards the 

maximum, for allowing the local 
authority to fix it. In a large number 
of cases one school would serve a large 
parish, and where they would certainly 

Mr. Cripps. 
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want more than six managers. Why 
in these cases should the local authority 
be put to the trouble, as the hon. 
Member for Wigan proposed in _ his 
Amendment, of making special applica- 
tion to the Board of Education? Was 
there any reason for fixing a statutory 
maximum at all. His hon. friend 
was on firm ground when he proposed 
to give the local authority the power of 
fixing the number. On a review of the 
whole circumstance of the case he 
thought it would be found that that was 
the much more practical method of 
dealing with the question. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somer- 
setshire, E.) thought it right to say 
that the County Councils Association 
were unanimously of opinion that they 
ought to have a free hand in regard to 
this matter, and not be tied either by a 
statutory maximum or a _ statutory 
minimum. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE regretted that 
the First Lord of the Treasury could not 
accept an Amendment of this character. 
He pointed out that the County Council 
had already power to increase the 
numbers of parish councillors and dis- 
trict councillors, and he saw no reason 
why they could not do the same with 
regard to a body of management on a 
question which was within its own 
control. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for the Stretford Division that 
the most important part of the Amend- 
ment was that of fixing the minimum. 
Now that they had done away with 
School Boards it was desirable to prevent 
the public schools falling under a system 
of one-man management. The effect of 
allowing a school to come under the 
control of one man was bad. They did 
not get public discussion under that 
system. They got one man running his 
own fads, and, he was afraid, his own 
predilections. The managers to be 
appointed were really to be the sub- 
stitutes for the School Boards. They 
were simply corporate bodies represent- 
ing the ratepayers more or less directly. 
At present the minimum number of a 
School Board was five, and why should 
they have a less minimum for the body 
of managers? The right hon. Gentleman 
said there were some parishes where 
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they could not get six capable men. He 


{28 JuLy 1902} 


hada much poorer opinion of English | 


parishes than hon. Members had on the 
Opposition side of the House. Besides 
it was a liberal education for them. 
There was nothing better in a parish 
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with the hon. baronet the Member for 
Wigan, that the number of managers 
ought to be increased. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 


shire, W.) said that the principle of the 


than to pick out six men and give them | 


the management of education in that 
parish. The real danger in a little 
parish was this. They were certain to 
have one most powerful man in the 
parish who would be on the body of 
managers. He might be the rector or 
the squire and if he was one of three 
there would not be the same independent 
and free discussion as if he were one of 
six. If the right hon. Gentleman 
wanted to secure a good system of 
education and to interest the people in 
it, the more members they had on these 
bodies the better. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that he 
should like to remind the First Lord 
that earlier in the evening he stated that 
he proposed to follow the third Schedule 
of the Act of 1870 in the main, with 
regard to the regulation of the meetings 
and proceedings of the managers. In 
that Schedule the quorum was fixed at 
three, and that obviously contemplated 
that the numbers of bodies of managers 
should be at least, or more than, five or 
six persons. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R. Keighley) 
suid that in his view they ought rather 
to increase than decrease the number 
The School Boards required competent 
bodies of managers to get their work 
done, and it would be equally necessary 
that the new education authority should 
receive similar assistance. There were 
the School Attendance Committee, the 
Financial Committee and four or five 
other Committees, which would have 
to be appointed for any school district 
ot any size. And then when they came 
to groups of schools there would be 
necessarily a larger numberof Committees 
to carry on the work. He thought, 


Amendment was that they should not lay 
down the hard and fast line that the 
number of managers should be six, and 
only six. The Committee should re- 
member that they were dealing not only 
with small rural parishes, but with 
schools in County Municipal Boroughs, 
and Urban Districts. Was it possible 
that in such localities, with a rapidly 
increasing population, and where there 
were already four or five schools, 
to believe that a body of managers, 
limited to six could do the work pre- 
perly? He made a last appeal to the 
First Lord of the Treasury to re-consider 
this question. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man insisted in pressing this limit, he 
believed it would hamper very seriously 
the effective operation of educational 
reform. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he 
had already stated that he was willing to 
accept a larger number on the school 
management where the schools were 
grouped. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he should insert 
in the Schedule a provision that the 
quorum of the managers appointed by 
the local education authority should not 
be less than three. It was qutite possible 
that under the Clause as it stood there 
would be the Church majority in the 
County Council which would appoint a 
clergyman, who would appoint his curate. 
That was not what Nonconformists 
wanted. He trusted that there would 
be a small modicum of popular repre- 
sentation on the management of these 
schools. ‘ 


(11.18.) Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 98; 
Noes, 266. (Division List, No. 325.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) brige, John 
\lien, Charles P. (Glou. Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Berumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | Cawley, Frederick 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Craig, Robert Hunter 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Cremer, William Randal 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
| Caldwell, James 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Davies. M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Ditke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Nir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme. Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton. Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen. Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrold, Sir W illiam 
Ashton, “_- Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,C es Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey. James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘slemal James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hu. SirMichael Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Beresford. Lord Charles Wim. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell. John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

( ‘hurehill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 





Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


NOES. 


Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olomb,Sir JohnCharlesReady 
‘olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 

‘reane, Eugene 

‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield- 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry wens 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirW illiam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J. (Man. 
F french, Peter 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, $ Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W illiam Hayes 


ee ee 


~ 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 


| Hateh, 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A (Glam’rgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White. Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. 1. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T (Hndd'raf'd 


TELLERS For THE AYEs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philips. (Warwick,.S. WW 
Gardner, . rnest 

Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,Maj Evans(T’rH mlets 
Gore, HnG. R.COrmsby- (Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Midd'x 
Hamilton, Marg of(L'nd’nderry 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Ernest Frederick Geo 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F(Shettield, Bi fightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. “Henry 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, John(Kent,Faversh m 
Howard, J. (Midd. , Tottenham 
Hoxier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


» 
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Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Franeis Alexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway, N. | 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) | 
Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) | 


Lawrence.SirJoseph(Monm’th 
Lawson, John Grant 
Leamy, Edmund 


| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Donnell John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Seely, Maj. J. E. B([sle of Wight 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 








Lee. ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis Sir William 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt HnW.G. Ellison 
Maciona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill. John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kean, John 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumiries-sh. | 
Middiemore, Jn. Throgmorton | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
More, Robt. Jasper( Shropshire) 
Morgan, David.J.(Walth mst’ w 
Morrell, (,eorge Herlhert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord | 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Murray, itt Hn. AGraham(Bute 


Penn, John 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


fatelitf, R. F. 
Reddy, M. 


Ruche, John 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the 
object of the Amendment he now moved 
was to reverse the number of repre- 
sentatives to be appointed by the major 
local authority and by the minor local 
authority. The Clause proposed that the 
County Councils should appoint not more 
than four managers, and the minor 
local authority not more than two. He 
proposed to reverse that. He believed 


| O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
Leve-on-Gower, Frederick N.S. | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
PeelHn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George | 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.Col. Edward | 


tandles, John S. 
| Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Renshaw, Charles Bine 

| Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson | 
Roberts, Sanmel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


that his proposal would not only find | 


considerable acceptance in the 
hut in the country at large. If the 
majority of the members were to be 
nominated by the county authority, 
that would naturally deprive the locality 
of a large share of the interest it would 
otherwise take in the management of its 
own schools. Small localities were 
intensely interested in their local affairs. 


House, | 


Hon. Members would tind that a member | 


of an Urban District Council would be 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Tully, Jasper 
| Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E( Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(AshtonUn. Lyne 
Whitmore, Cnarles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrighton, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 


Round, Rt. Hon. Charles 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | TELLERS FOR THE 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | 


NOES— 
Sir Willian Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


reported at greater length in the local 
papers than the First Lord of the Treasury 
himself. They would also find that the 
interest that would be taken in the schools 
of a particular locality by the County 
Council would be almost infinitesimal as 
compared with the interest taken in them 
by the local authority. He would, there- 
fore, urge on the right hon. Gentleman 
the necessity of giving the local authority 
a larger share in the management of the 
schools. The object of the right hon. 
Gentleman was no doubt to prevent a 
contlict of authority between the major 
and the minor authorities, but he could 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that any 
such objection was entirely theoretical. 
His hon. friend who was at the head of 
the secondary education system in Wales 
with that statement. In 


would agree 
every county in Wales the county 
authority only appointed a fourth or a 
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fifth of the local governing body for the 
schools, and according to the right hon. 
Gentleman there ought to be constant 
conflict between the local governing body 
and the county authority ; but as a matter 
of fact that was not the case. Questions 
arose between the two authorities, but 
they were invariably settled amicably ; 
and there was no instance of the two 
authorities coming into sharp conflict. In 
Wales they had enlisted local sympathy 
on behalf of the schools, and they had 
succeeded in doing that without exciting 
any conflict of jurisdiction whatever. 
There was another question raised by the 
Amendment. He proposed to leave out 
the words “not exceeding four” in order 
to insert “of whom one-third shall be.” 
He thought that it would be more 
convenient that the proportion to which 
each authority would be entitled should 
be fixed rather than that an arbitrary 
number should be laid down. He trusted 
the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
the Amendment, and he could assure him 
that the objections to it were theoretical 
and not practical. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment—- 

“In lines 2 and 3, to leave ont the words 
‘ not exceeding four,’ and insert the words ‘ of 
whom one-third shall be.’ ”—(Vr. Herbert 
Lewis.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


“Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he entirely 
concurred with the hon. Gentleman that 
the common sense of Englishmen was such 
that probably no distribution of power as 
between the County Councilsand the minor 
authorities would necessarily or even in 
any very considerable percentage of cases 
produce a deadlock ; but the hon. Gentle- 
man appeared to forget that after all the 
County Council was to be the supreme 
authority in all matters of education, and. 
that being so, it was only reasonable to 
give them a majority. The hon. Gentle- 
man said that the County Councils would 
appoint members of their own body who 
would be indifferent to the wants of 
particular localities. He did not believe 
for a moment that they would do any- 
thing of the kind. They would, of course, 
select, whenever they could, persons on 
the spot who had cognisance of the 

Mr. Herbert Lewis 
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district. In all the circumstances of the 
case, it seemed to him that it would be 
extremely foolish, afcer the Committee 
had decided that the County Council was 
to be the supreme authority in all matters 
of education, to hand over to an inferior 
body the appointment of the majority of 
the managers, which might, although he 
did not think they would, come into 
conflict with the superior authority. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that many 
obstructions to educational progress in 
the country had been stated during the 
discussions on the Bill, such as lack of 
money, lack of co-ordination, and lack of 
popular management ; but there was one 
obstruction which had not yet been men- 
tioned, It was the most serious obstruc- 
tion of all, and one which Parliament 
could not remove. That was the lack of 
interest on the part of the people in the 
schools. He spoke as an ex-school teacher, 
and he said that if the Bill did anything 
in the way of increasing popular interest 
in education, then, indeed, it would be a 
great educational reform Bill. But it 
seemed to him that the proposal of the 
Government was calculated to diminis! 
the interest taken by the people of the 
locality in their schools. The existing 
lack of interest was notorious, and much 
to be regretted. Speaking in June 1898, 
the Vice President said that it was res- 
ponsible for the gross irregularity of an 
appreciable section of the children, and 
for the early age at which the children 
went into the labour market. Let them 
contrast that lack of interest with the 
interest taken in education in Germany, 
where the poorer classes were alive to the 
value of education, and had sympathy 
with the highest educational aims. The 
only way to create a similar atmosphere 
in this country was to give the people a 
direct interest in the management of 
their schools. He did not put it forward 
as a Party question, but merely as a 
means of interesting the people of the 
locality in their schools. There might 
not be very much difference between the 
proposal of the Government and the 
proposal of his hon. friend, but the latter 
was more likely to stimulate interest on 
the part of the people. He hoped the 
First Lord of the Treasury would reeon- 
sider his decision, and allow each locality 
to select a majority of the members to 
manage its own schools. 
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Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that, in the interests of 
education, he would join in the appeal 
of his hon. friend to the right hon. 
Gentleman. When the Bill began to 
work, there would be many districts 
where education had been well managed, 
where the local authority was greatly 
interested in it, and where the com- 
munity generally had been proud of its 
schools. In those cases, he thought that 
there possibly might be friction. It was 
quite possible that the County Council 
might be out of touch and out of har- 
mony with the political complexion of a 
particular district, and in that case the 
interposition of Council nominees might 
be likely to lead to friction, which would 
not conduce to the progress of education. 
That might be avoided by the acceptance 
of the present or a similar Amendment. 
They should, as far as possible, endeavour 
to keep up local interest in schools, and 
they should not do anything which 
might be regarded as a snub to the 
local authority. He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider very 
carefully whether he could not gain all 
he wished by giving the local authority 
a majority of local managers, and allow 
the County Council to send in a sufficient 
number to keep the control in their «wn 
hands. As the County Council had 
control of the money, they would be 
bound to have control of the local 
authority also. 


*\Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire) said he 
desired to support the Amendment, and 
he did so all the more readily because of 
his own experience in Wales. He failed 
to see what objection there could be to 
giving a locality the power to choose 
two-thirds of the local managers. The 
Prime Minister said a vigorous minority 
could do a great deal. This implied a 
conflict between the representatives of 
the County Council and of the local body, 
although it could only be on subordinate 
questions, because the County Councils 
would have supreme control of the 
schoo!ls, But if the matters in dispute 
would be unimportant, that was all the 
more reason why the opinion of the 
locality should be allowed to prevail. If 
it were good to have an expression of 


local opinion at all, then it ought to) 


be trusted altogether; and if, on the 
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other hand, local opinion were untrust- 
worthy, it ought to be left alone. Hon. 
Members opposite were anxious that the 
children should be educated in accordance 
with the desires of their parents ; but the 
Amendment afforded an opportunity of 
carrying out that idea, because it would 
allow the parents to show, in a practical 
way, how they wished their schools to be 
managed. He, himself, was in favour of 
trusting the parents, but hon. Members 
opposite appeared to be afraid of that. 
The board schools were under popular 
control, and they had given better results 
than the voluntary schools; and he 
thought that, from an educational point 
of view, there was nothing to be feared in 
accepting the Amendment. They had 
been told that the smaller School Boards 
had done badly, but that was because 
their areas were too small. The Bill, 
however, remedied that, as the County 
Council was to be the supreme authority, 
and only details of management would be 
dealt with by the governing body, on 
which he thought the locality ought to 
have a majority. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said that the importance of the 
Amendment lay in its influence for ex- 
citing local interest in education. With 
reference to the argument of the First 
Lord of the Treasury that friction might 
be caused between the two authorities 
concerned, it should be remembered that 
the duties which the managers would 
have to perform would be of an unim- 
portant character, unless the Council 
elected to hand over to them the choice 
of teachers. Apart from that, the duty 
of the managers would be to merely 
watch the ordinary working of the 
schools, and the subjects on which there 
could possibly be a quarrel would be very 
few indeed. It seemed to him that the 
argument of the right hon. Gentleman 
was very weak as compared with the 
great importance of giving the locality 
some interest in its schools. In the real 
interest of education, they should get the 
people to feel that the schools were their 
own. The local education authority 
would have the opportunity of picking 
out persons in a comparatively humble 
position who were interested in education, 
hut the County Council weuld be utterly 
unable to make any selection of persons 
who had not hitherto been known for 
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their interest in education. The advan- 
tage of the School Board system was that 
it brought out a class of persons who 
otherwise would not have been brought 
to the front. The County Council would 
have to select men by types. They would 
have no other standard, and they would 
select a clergyman, or the squire, or the 
Nonconformist minister, or the local land 
agent, because of their position, and not 
because of their interest in education. 
There was no other way of finding out 
persons who were interested in education, 
except by giving the locality power to 
select a majority of members. 


(12.0.) Sm BRAMPTON GURDON 
said he cordially supported the Amend- 
ment, because the proposal of the Govern- 
ment put on the County Councils a burden 
greater than they could bear. It was 
impossible that the County Councils could 
make themselves sufficiently acquainted 
with the cireumstances in each parish 
to enable them to appoint proper repre- 
sentatives on the Board of management. 
The people to be elected should be on 
the spot; and who could better select 
them than the Parish Council? He was 
happy to say that in his part of the 
country there was not the lack of local 
interest to which the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell had referred. In his 
own parish the Parish Council appointed 
a small sub-committee to manage the 
schools ; and that was the proper course 
to follow. A representation of a third 
would be quite sufficient for the County 
Council. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
said that in many country villages, where 
an interest was taken in education, there 
was a dithculty on the part of the people 
in reconciling themselves to the abolition 
of the Sehool Boards, especially where 
there were working men representatives 
on them. The only way in which 
they could be reconciled was by the 
suggestion that perhaps it might be 
possible to introduce an Amendment 
into the Bill, by which the best men on 
the country School Boards migbt find 
places on the Managing Boards of the 
schools. That had been brought to his 
notice over and over again in his own 
constituency ; and he hoped that the 

Mr. Tre velyan. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 1486 
Government might see fit to consider 
the possibility of accepting the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON said he had noticed that 
several hon. Members had assumed that 
there might be friction between the 
managers and the local education 
authority. The Committee were in a 
difficulty in discussing the matter, because 
they did not know precisely what the 
relations between the Board of managers 
and the local authority were to be; but 
in so far as they had any light on the 
subject, it seemed to him impossible that 
friction could arise. The Prime Minister 
stated the other day that the managers 
would be the servants of the local 
authority ; and how, then, could there 
be friction? The right hon. Gentleman 
referred to Section 15 of the Act of 1870 
as the principle by which the Govern- 
ment intended to be guided; but that 
section gave power to the School Boards 
to delegate any of their powers to a body 
of managers to be appointed by them. 
Was that power to be conferred on the 
local authority ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said only as re- 
garded the four members. 


Mr. DILLON said that what he under- 
stood was that the whole of the managers 
were to be the servants of the education 
authority to carry out its decrees. Were 
they to understand that the men appointed 
by the local authority were to carry out 
the wishes of that authority, and that the 
other members were to be independent ? 
If the members to be elected by the 
minor authority were to be independent of 
the major authority, then, no doubt, the 
Amendment meant a great deal, because 
friction would be possible; but if the 
managers were to be the servants of the 
education authority, he could not see 
where the friction could arise; and he 
was, therefore, inclined to strongly sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said that the County Councils would 
have full financial control of the schools ; 
and he himself could not imagine how 
any serious conflict could possibly arise. 
Whether the number of managers was 
great or small, the control of the County 
Council would be exercised. On the 
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other hand, the real difficultv would be 
that the County Council would, in many 
eases, be regarded as being a long way 
off. The more they were in touch with 
the locality, and the more they could 
work through persons on the spot, 
always having this tight financial 
control, the better, and not the worst, 
it would be for the County Council. He 
regretted that this part of the Bill was 
not based on the principle of entrusting 
the local administration to some local 
authority, whether the Parish or Urban 
Council, and placing the whole under 
the financial control of the County 
Council. There was much prejudice 
with regard tothe Rural Councils. They 
were said to be composed of farmers who 
were hostile to education. He did not 
admit the truth of that statement. but 
even if it were the case, was it not likely 
that, just as working men would be 
interested in education by having the 
management placed in their hands, so a 
‘tronger public interest in education 
would be created in rural districts by 
these duties being placed on the Rural 
Councils? The weakness of the small 
School Boards had been their extreme 


poverty, but directly the financial 
control was given to the County 
Council that difficulty would be 


removed, and an immense improvement 
would be effected in the whole system 
of local administration, by the mere 
fact that the financial control was taken 
away from the smaller area and put 
upon the larger. He hoped that in 
some way the local element with regard 
to school management would — be 
strengthened, and he believed that if 
the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
an Amendment in the direction he had 
suggested, the progress of the Bill would 
be greatly facilitated. 


(12.20.) Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH 
(Anglesey) said the interruption of 


the First Lord to the speech of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo had thrown 
a new light on this question. It was 
news that the managers would be 
divided into two classes, but it was 
now possible to understand why the 
First Lord anticipated conflict. Four 
of the managers would be creatures 
of the major authority, and the remain- 


ing two would be critics of the other, 
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four. It was desirable that the people 
of a locality should take greater interest 
in education. The only question for 
discussion seemed to be as to which of 
the two bodies was the more likely 
to suggest men able to look after the 
education of a district. Was it the 
authority meeting twenty miles away, 
or the authority which knew the people 
living in the district ? If the Committee 
were really in earnest in their desire 
to get managers who knew the needs 
of the locality, the only way in which 
that object could be secured was by 
allowing the local authority to elect 
the men. In many districts there were 
School Boards consisting of five persons. 
If the local authority was reduced to 
selecting two, there would be a consider- 
able surplus of men who had for years 
been devoted to the education of the 


district. He submitted that the 
authority should have the right to 
elect at any rate, four. so that the 


talents of these men might be utilised. 
It was really absurd that a borough 
of say 9,500 inhabitants should be able 
to elect only two representatives, while 
the County Council at a distance elected 
four. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) thought that if the 
Committee could be polled, probably 
75 per cent. would agree that the 
great stumbling block in the way of 
education was the indifference among 
the masses of the people, and that the 
greatest reform they could achieve would 
be to create a greater interest in the 
elementary education of the country. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would 
accept this Amendment there really 
seemed to be a chance of something 
being done for the good of education. 
It was frequently said that interest mm 
education did not exist in the county 
districts, that five-member School Boards 
were utterly hopeless, and that nothing 
would be done by such bodies. To dis- 
prove that he instanced the case of a 
small School Board, of which he had 
knowledge. That Board was founded 
eight years ago to take over two voluntary 
schools. The population was 960, and 
they rated themselves at £3 per head for 
building purposes. They set to work 
and improved the average attendance 
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from 99 to 160. That, he thought,| Mk. A. J. BALFOUR said it had been 
was a good sample of excellent work | argued that it the Amendment were not 
being done where local interest was ex-| adopted popular interest in education— 
cited. If the right hon. Gentleman | Which they should desire to uphold— 
would keep in mind that the main object | would bedestroyed. Neitherin Germany 
was to induce people to take an/ or in Scotland, the two places where 
interest in education, and that this | interest in education was strongest, and 
could be done by giving local authorities | of the longest growth, did it in the least 
—who, after all, were in close touch with | depend on popular election. In Scotland 
their constituents—the right to elect a |it Was of an old historic growth, and 
considerable proportion of the local | existed long before the era of School 
managers of the schools, he would be| Boards. They had no right to assume 
doing a great work for the benefit of the County Councils were — going 
elementary education. to behave in so idiotic a fashion as to 
ignore the best men in each lucality to 
do this work. Were they to believe 
Mx. BROADHURST ssaid that, being | “hat when they had got five efficient 

| Managers for such a place as Cromer 
that the County Council was going to 
‘ignore these gentlemen whom the hon. 
North Norfolk. In Cromer for the last | Member for Leicester had referred to, 
seven vears, they had had a School Board, | Wo had had great educational experience, 
a number of the members of which were | *24 go outside the limits of Cromer to 
working people who had devoted them- | 5°™e distant parts of Norfolk and ask 
selves to the cause of education. They | ther gentlemen todo the work! be- 
had one member of the County Council sides, it the Amendment wee adopted 
—an exceedingly good representative in | there would he a danger of conilicts 
a way, but he was elected because he | between the County Council and_ tlie 
had the time and could afford to | Board ot Managers. He hoped the Com- 


72 . ‘ ‘ : | ittee , > « 2A Rass 
travel fifty mileson County Council days | ™ittee would come at once to a decision 
to discharge his duties as a councillor. 


on the point. 

What interest would the people of Cromer | . 

have in this new educational scheme! Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the right 
when the management oi their schools | hon. Gentleman had made it pe:iectly 
was transacted many miles away ? The | clear that this was not a Committee of 
local interest would be entirely destroyed. | the County Council, but a_pertectly 
If they could induce the Prime Minister | independent body, and the only control 
to accept this Amendment and allow the | the County Council would have over it 
residents of a small township to elect | would be that the four nominees of the 
four managers so as to retain their | County Council might be changed. ‘ihe 
personal interest, the continuation of the | First Lord of the Treasury had said that 
progress they had made during the last | the County Council was not a body which 
seven years would be secured. How | Was likely to do very foolish or fatuous 
could this be secured under the Bill as | things, but was that really the question ? 
it stood, because the whole thing would | lf the County Council did not know the 
be abolished 2? This was not atheological | people who resided in the locality they 
difference or a question of retaining the could not appoint the best men. If the 
power in the hands of one particular | right hon. Gentleman knew how County 
denomination. Surely this local interest | Councils worked, and if he had had any 
in educational work ought not to be | experience of the difficulty they experi- 
destroyed, and if the Prime Minister | enced in picking men suitable to repre- 
would only detach himself from pre- | Sent a locality, he would not support the 
judicial associations on his own side. he | doctrine he had put forward. Could the 
felt certain that he would be the first | right hon Gentleman point out a single 
man to see the necessity and value from instance where a County Council ap- 
a national point of view of continuing pointed the majority upon any local body ! 
jocal interest, especially in educational |!n Wales the majority was appointed 
affairs. ‘by the locality. The County Councils 


Sir Charles Allen. 





a voter in the division, he had taken 
great interest in the educational work 
referred to by the hon. Member for 
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appointed representatives, but there was 
hardly any case where they appointed a 
majority. The only case he knew in 


which the County Council appointed a | 


majority was in regard to the River 
Conservation Board, and he asked any- 
body if they regarded that as a satis- 
factory body? On that Board men were 
appointed who did not know the locality, 
and, as a rule, one man got up and 
nominated the whole body, with the 
result that it was generally left to the 
local landowners. With this experience 
before them, why should they decline to 
follow the precedent of the Welsh County 
Councils. The success of this educational 
system would depend upon the quality 
of the men and women appointed as 
managers. They would be entrusted 
with the most important duty of appoint- 
ing teachers and fixing their salaries. 
Upon the salary depended the quality 
of the person who would apply for the 
post, and, therefore, the whole success 
of the schools would depend upon the 
kind of managers who were appointed. 
Even in the large county like Glamorgan- 
shire, in some of the rural districts, they 
had a creat difficulty in getting men to 
come to the County Council meetings on 
account of the distance. Oftenthey had 
to go to the neighbouring town for a 
representative, with the result that they 
did not get men who knew the locality, 
and they were selected purely because 
the district knew them as good business 
men, and because they were in general 
sympathy with the political views of the 
inhabitants. Would it not be much better 
toleave ittothe Parish Councils, whoknew 
the best men, and who had the confidence 
ofthe locality, to appoint the managers ! 
Two or three qualifications were wanted 
in a Board of Managers. Were 
members of the County Council the 
best people to pick out men with local 
knowledge, educational experience, local 
government experience, and business 
experience ? The County Council could 
not pick out four men in a parish who 
would be the best for the purpose. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman was 
wrong when he talked about friction. 
lie agreed that on the whole it was 
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the . 


Bill. 


better that there should not be friction, 
but there was a certain kind of friction 
which did good. They would have a 
locality demanding a larger share of 
the grants than the County Council 
were prepared to concede to it. There 
would be friction on that account, but 
that was healthy friction. On questions 
of rivalry with respect to staff and 
equipment there would also be friction, 
but that was the best thing in the 
world for improving the standard of 
the schools. Another kind of friction 
might arise in this way. Supposing 
the County Council was of one political 
or religious complexion, and they had 
within the area of their jurisdiction a 
parish ortownot 10,000ofadifferent politi- 
calcomplexion. There they might havea 
Liberal majority onthe Board of Managers 
administering the education of a district 
which might beConservative and Church. 
It might be the other way about. The 
result would be that there would be 
friction of the worst sort. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that this was 
not a political matter. Why then cid 
he not leave it open to the Committee to 
decide ? 
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Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) urged the necessity 
and the desirability of retaining in 
the locality an intelligent interest in 
the management of the schools. In the 
part of the country from which he came 
the efficiency of the education given liad 
increased, as the interest of the people in 
education had increased. If they de- 
creased the interest of the people in 
the appointment of managers so would 
their interest in and the efficiency of 
education decrease. He hoped the 
Amendment would be agreed to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 

(12.55.) Question “That the 
Question be now put.” 


put, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179; 
Noes, 121. (Division List No. 326.) 


AYES. 


Aclaini- Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. | Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, 
Allhnusen, Augustus Hy. Eden | Arrel, Sir William 


Agg-G 


rdner, James Tynte 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Join 
| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Hugh V. 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W. (L’ds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
‘avendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘ecil Lord ‘Hugh (Greenw ich) 
‘hamberlain,J. ~ Austen( W ore’r 
‘harrington, Spencer 
‘hurehill, Winston Spencer 
‘live, a Perey A. 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘olston, ‘Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
‘orhett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
ranborne, Lord 

‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
‘rossley, Sir Savile 

‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralpii 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, He snry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Man'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Philips. (Warwick,S.W 
Gardner, Ernest 

( todson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon,Maj Evans-(T’rH ml’ts 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Sal'p 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Charles P.(Gloue.Stroud | 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, GeorgeM. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
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Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLd.G. {Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,Jobn( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph (Monm th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leve eson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Massey- Mainw: wing, Hn. W.F. 
Max well, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Davidd(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


NOES. 


Campbe -Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cc hanning, Francis Alliston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

C ogan, Denis J 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

| Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
| Delany, W illiam 

' Devlin, "Joseph 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Parkes, wee 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. WimRobert Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

fandles, John S. 

fankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 
titehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
foherts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J. FE. B.(L.of Wight) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talhot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdUniv 
Thornton, Percy N. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuinell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col. Sir CE H(Sheftield 
Walker. Col. William Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Ton. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(.Ashtonund. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

| Doogan, PLC 

| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
pang Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. SirE.( Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W, Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwooa, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, SirtWilliam Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred . (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jones, W illiam (Carnarvonshr. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Mic hael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law,Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland- “Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


) Question put accordingly, *‘ 
the words proposed to be left out stand | Noes, 126. 


| Murphy, John 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Morley. Charles (Breconshire 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 

Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 

O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 

(Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rickett, J. ay 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 





That 


part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C, 
Beresford, Lord Chas. William 


Bignold, Arthur 
Biewood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbyshire 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Canbrorne, Viscount 


VOL. CXI. 


AYES. 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn SirJd.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, PhilipS. Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH ml ts 
Gore. HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt, Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Roland 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Haniey 


[FourtH Srries.] 3H 


Bill. 


Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 
Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,SirA. (Glamorgan,E.) 
T homas, F. Freeman( Hastings) 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, C ‘harles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Court enay 7. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke’ (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York., W.R 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson. Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170; 
(Division List No. 


327.) 


Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, John (Kent, Fav rsh'm 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monmi th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants. ,Farelh’m 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt. Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

Mae: urtney, Rt Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W. PF. 
Maxwell, W.J. H.(Dumfriesh’ re 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
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Morgan, David J(Walth’mstow 
Morre!l, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnA.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N.) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

erg Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 


Abraham, William(Cork. N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Drown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brunner, Sir Ag Tomlinson 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney ( ‘harles 
Caldwell, James 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, Jolin Joseph 
Covan, Denis J. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randall 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 


North) 


Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 


Doogan, r..:©. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duily, William J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
french, Peter 
Fielden, 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Miechael( Lond, Univ. 
Foster, a Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 


(Lanark) 


Jordan, 


Edward Brocklehurst | 


{COMMONS} 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker( piace 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Artbur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut. -ColonelEdward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col,SirC E H(Shettield 


NOES. 


Grant, Corrie 
Grittith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 
Haimmond, John 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William (Carnarv’nshire 
Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Mae Donnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, Sir William 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Pa - “k | Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Connor Jamest Wicklow, W.) | 
(Y Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Brampton 


Goddard, Daniel Ford O'Malley, William 
Mr. BRYCE said they 
in this Chamber for nearly twelve 


hours. 


There had only been one com- 
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Walker, Col. W illiam Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. 

Warr, Augustus F veliestile 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, itt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Mara, James 
Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Josep yh 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 


} Runciman, 


| Whitley, H. 


John E. (Waterford 
Redmond. William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 


Redmond, 


Walter 

s. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,.J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Scott, Cha 


| White. George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
bed erg (York, W.R.) 
(Halifax) 


|W omie Thomas Palmer 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson. Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 


| 
| 


Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstoneand 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


had been paratively brief interval,and most of them 
were beginning to feel that their faculties 
had been so over-taxed by the exertions 
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they had made during the last eleven would not ask the Committee afterwards 


hours that they were hardly in a fit to enter upon the more controversial 

_ condition to carry on the discussions question contained in the next sub-Section, 
n further. He thoughi the discussions that but he thought they should finish this 
d evening had been eminently pacific and paragraph before adjourning, so as to 
e reasonable, and the speecies had been begin the second paragraphon Wednesday. 
+) short and relevant. He would consent to report progress as 
soon as the first Amendment to the 

4 Sm WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- second sub-Section was wched. They 


ton): Oh, oh! all admitted that the next sub-Section 
raised difficulties, but the difticulties in 
the first sub-Section had been for 
Baronet the Member for Preston had the most part surmounted, and what he 
heen present during the whole of the desired was that they should proceed to 
evening he would have found it impossible finish this part of the Clause in order 
i to point to a single irrelevant speech. It that they might start with the 
was quite true that discussion did not sub-Section on Wednesday. 
ways bear fruit, but he was sure that think this was unreasonable, and he 
the First Lord of the Treasury did not the suggestion would be accepted, 
righ at he ise as] « =} ulk alra 
enon ee ng ne, Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare 
EK.) said he desired to call the Prime 
Minister's attention to the fact that there 


reported 
The questions they were consid ring were 
great importance, and they could not 
were certain hon. Members who served on 
Committees who would have to heinattend- 





Mr BRYCE said that if tie hon. now 


second 
He did not 
hoped 


went on longer. 


As the right 


© reported if they 


ries of “Oh, oh!’} ight hon, . . 
utleman must wish that the same ®nceat twelve oclock ee camer to take part 
| pecifie spirit should be maintained, he '! the proceedings of the Committee, and 
‘:ought he would see that it would be in Under those circumstances he thought it 


ie interests of the Bill, and more especi- WS most unreasonable to expect hon. 
ly to the passage of this Clause, that he Members to continue the sitting. He 
should now consent to allow them to go had not the slightest sympathy with 
He moved to report progress. anything in the shape of obstruction, 
and he was quite as anxious to see this 
Bill passed into law as the Vice President 
of the Council. It was not. therefore, for 
the purpose of delaying the progress of 
this Bill that he appealed to the Prime 
Minister to have some consideration for 
those who had to attend Committees. 


to bed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report 
ind ask leave to sit again.” —(V>. 


o 


progress 


bryce.) 


Vir. A. J. BALFOUR said he had no 
‘sire to put any undue strain upon the 
tellectual faculties of hon. 
opposite, but he thought the Committee 
ould admit that it was only reasonable 
inder the circumstances that they should 
nish the first portion of the Clause. He 


ee 
Members 


(1.27.) Question put. 


The Committee 


Noes, 169. 


divided: Ayes, 119; 
(Division List No. 32s.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) Cogan, Denis J. Fis avin, Michael! Joseph 


Ss 





\lhraham, William (Rhondda) 
\llen.CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
\therley-Jones, L. 

Beanmont, Wentworth C. B. 
Glaek, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
runner, Sir — Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Svdney ( ‘harles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
{auston, Richard Knight 
hanning, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 


Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Engene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, Williem 

Devlin, Joseph 

Dewar, John A. (inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, <<. 

Douglas, ¢ nag M. (Lanark) 
Duity, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 


$H 2 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (1 Yerby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, William(C’rnarvonshire 
Jordan. Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeach, Jeremiah 
M‘kKean, John 

M-Wenna, Reginald 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 
Norman, Henry 


South) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
ve-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’ nryE den 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour. Rt Hn.GeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, LordCharles William 
Bignold, — 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, ( ‘olonel Henry 
Arthur Grittith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,|. Austen (Woret 
Charrington, Spencer 


“re 





Boscawen. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive. Captain Percy A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

ey ton, Chas. Edw. H. Athok 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North 
Cranborne. Lord 

Cross. Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt. Hon. Henry 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport. William Bromley 
licksou, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Nap = 
Douglas, Rt. — Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dy ke, Rt. Hon.SirW illiam Hart 
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© Brien, P — -k (Nilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O’Connor, James (Wi ic klow, W. 

| O'Wonnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

(Domnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Malley, William 

O Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberis, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 

Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Shipman, Dr. John G,. 


NOES. 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Foster, ? hilipS, Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hts. R.COrmshy-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
— ille, Hon. Ronald 

Ciuest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rr. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Clande George 
Heath, ArtharHoward (Hanley 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, KE. 
Hope, J. F.(Sheflield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Lambton,Hon, Frederick Wm. 
Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrenee.Sir Joseph(Monnyr th 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, Johu tarant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants..Parelim 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Loekwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glam’rgan,Gowe1 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles P hilips 
Walton, Josey oh (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C ourtenay T 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palme 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet!: 
Wilson, Fred. W’.( Norfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. Ki, 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and 


Mr. William M‘ Arthur. 


Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol.s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn wW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.P. 
Maxwell, W. J.H.(Duimfries-sl: 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,.J no. Throgmortou 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, ¢ Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt Hn A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
an ‘ol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
eng é Johns. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson Herbert (Hackney 
Ii mund, Re ¥ James 

Sac ‘ville. ( ‘ol. S. G. Stopford 
Sa Her, Col. eed Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoin 
Seely, Maj.J.E. BUsleof Wight 
Smith. Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. | 
Smith, Hon. W. FP. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


reorge 








Tr 


ee ee 


496 





thi 
d. 
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Stanley,Edward Jas.(Somerset | Vincent,Col.SirC EH(Sheftield ; Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 


Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


anl | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilsen, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | Webb,Colonel William George | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Ta’nt'n | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


(1.45.) Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said he 
moved the Amendment standing in his 
nameinorderthat County Councilsshould 
have better opportunities of consulting 
local feeling. The Bill'practically provided 
that the nomination of managers should 
bein the hands of the county councillor 
for the district, and this was placing a very 
large piece of patronage in the hands of 
1 single individual. It was not right for 
me particular individual to have the 
power of appointing a majority of that 
body which have hitherto been known 
as the School Board for the district. He 
thought that was an argument which 
would commend itself to the common 
sense of the Committee as a whole. His 
suggestion was that the minor authority 
should have the right to submit eight 
names to the major local authority. 
The minor authority had the best ex- 
perience to enable them to make an 
impartial selection. He did not suggest 
that they should have the actual selection 
and appointment, but he thought they 
should be entitled to frame a list and 
submit it to the County Council in order 
that they might select four names. The 
result would be that they would secure 
the appointment of a better class of men, 
who would be more likely to attend to 
their work and do it more efficiently 
than others who might be selected from 
outside districts. He thought this 
alternative contained in his Amendment 
was infinitely the best thing to do in 
the interests of the schools, and he hoped 
the Government would accept the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“Tn line 3, after the word ‘ four,’ to insert the 
words ‘selected from eight names submitted 
hy the minor local authority and.’”—-(J7. 
Herhert Lewis.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


| Whiteley, H(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 

| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

{ Willox, Sir John Archibald 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT oF Tite 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL ox EDU- 
CATION (Sir Joun Gorst, Cambridge 
University) said this Amendment was 
inconsistent with the spirit of what 
had already been decided. The Com- 
mittee had already determined that 
the majority of the Board of Managers 
should be appointed by the local 
authority, and to introduce this ex- 
tremely complicated Amendment would 
give the minor authority a sort of con- 
trol which would be inconsistent with 
the spirit of the decision to which the 
Committee had already come. He 
did not think the Amendment 
would be of any use whatever, 
because no doubt the local authority, 
before making its appointments, would 
consult local feeling in the matter; and 
he contended that the making ot a 
formal recommendation of eight names 
from which the local authority must 
select four was contrary to the decision 
which the Committee had already come 
to, and it would introduce more compti- 
cated machinery into the management 
of the schools. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he thought 
that this Amendment was a moderate 
suggestion as a compromise between the 
view they wished to support on the 
previous Amendment and the views 
of His Majesty’s Government. ‘This 
Amendment and the preceding one, 
which had been discussed at some length, 
affected his own constituency perhaps 
more than any other point remaining In 
the Bill. He should like the right hon. 
Gentleman to throw a little more light 
on the meaning of various parts of this 
Bill as bearing upon this question. The 
First Lord of the Treasury made no 
allusion whatsoever to Clause 15, and 
what was contemplated under that 
Clause in this Bill. Under that clause 
there might be the largest devolution of 
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duties and powers of the County Council 
in respect of elementary education to 
the minor authorities. What they now 
had to decide depended largely on what 
would really be done under Clause 15. 
The position in his own division was 
practically this. He had in his con- 
stituency a number of minor local 
authorities, and in each district they 
had a highly efficient School Board. 
There would be in these districts a large 
number of men and women highly 
qualified by experience on the School 
Boards, and especially men who directly 
represented labour, who would make 
most efficient managers of schools. He 
thought the Committee had reason to 
complain of the attitude of the Govern- 
ment towards this and the previous 
Amendments. In the Bill of 1896 it was 
actually contemplated that these minor 
authorities should compulsorily be made 
the authority to appoint the managers to 
deal with the schools. Even with the 
present Bill, destructive as it was of the 
local autonomy which was of such vital 
importance to the efficiency of education, 
secondary education had been con- 
ceded to the minor authorities. And 
as to elementary education, a consider- 
able possibility of delegation to these 
authorities was contemplated. It was 
extremely hard, therefore, that the 
Government should refuse to assent to 
the moderate proposal now before the 
Committee. The Amendment in no 
gave a dictatorial power to the 
minor authority. It merely claimed the 
right for the local authorities, who 
knew the qualifications of suitable 
persons, to suggest a list of names from 
which the selection might be made, and 
it was very unreasonable that the claim 
should be denied. 


sense 


Mr. BROADHURST said that the 
Vice President seemed to think that the 
proposal would involve an innovation in 
local government. That was not at all 
the case. As a County Councillor, how 
was he to know the best men for this 
purpose in the 700 parishes of Norfolk ? 
A list from the local authorities would 
be of immense assistance. For instance, 
a constable had to be appointed for 
every parish. The Parish or Urban 
Council sent up three or four names to 
the Petty Sessional Court to assist the 


Mr, Channing. 
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magistrates in their selection. As a 
magistrate, he assured the Committee 
that the list was of the greatest possible 
assistance. If that was the case in one 
petty sessional division, how much more 
would it beso where 700 pazishes were 
concerned? The Amendment did not 
suggest that the local authority should 
appoint the men, but simply that they 
should submit a list from which the 
selection might be made ; and, speaking 
from many years’ experience of District, 
Urban, and County Council and magi-- 
terial work, he thought the list would 
be a real aid to the County Council. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT pointed out 
that in the case of a parish sending on 
County Councillor, if there was no list t}i 
practical effect would be that that County 
Councillor would have a very consider- 
able voice as to who were to be the four. 
It was, therefore, desirable that some 
suggestion should be made te the Council, 
and the County Council would probably 
send down to ask for suitable names 
Under these circumstances he thought 
this was a most reasonable Amendment. 
and he should certainly support it. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said 
they wished the minor local authority to 
have the right to name the people who 
would be the most efficient managers ot 
their schools. He could hardly think the 
Vice President of the Council was serious 
when he said that this Amendment 
would complicate the educational 
machinery of the district. Nothing 
could be simpler than to select eighit 
names, one or two of which he hoped 
would be women, and the County 
Council could easily select from them a 
Management Committee. He thought 
the County Councils would have the 
utmost dithculty in obtaining a sufficient 
number of managers to form these 
Committees. He knew one great area 
where the County Council would have 
to select 5.000 managers to satisfy the 
scheme proposed by the First Lord of 
the Treasury. He thought the Com- 
mittee would agree that the selection ot 
5,000 managers was a Herculean task. 
That was an impossible number for a 
County Council to select without the 
assistance of the minor local authority 
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lie thought this was not an unreason- (2.5.) Question put. 
able effort to improve the Bill by com- 


bining local feeling and interest for the 


efficient management of the schools in | Noes, 161. 


the various localities. 


Abraham, Williauw (Cork. N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Broadhurst. Henry 
ecg “g John Tomlinson 
~ yee, . Hon. James 

‘ale “deg James 

‘ampbell- Bannerm: un, Sir H. 
c hanning, Francis Allston 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Covan, Denis J 
Craig, Kobert Huntex 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph 
Dewar, Jobn A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Datty, William J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwiek, Charles 
Firench, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Auy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus H’nry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir yg 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
DBayot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B.( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rr. HnGerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christeh. 
Bathurst, a AllenBenjamin 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Beresfor|, Lord Chas. William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Digwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Re. Hon. St. Jolin 
Batcher, John George 
Carlile, Williaa Walter 


AYES. 


oa Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, Jobn Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, William (Carparvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, ( reorge 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James ( Wicklow, W 
‘Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


NOES. 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(D’rbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(W’re'r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Capt. Percy = 
Collings, Rt Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C has. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
( ‘ranborne, Lord 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( (Bolton 
C rossley, Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disrveli, nag ag | Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Ex lward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellow es, Hon. AilwynEdward 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 109 ; 


(Division List No. 329.) 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russel! 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond. Ww illiam (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roberts, John H. (Denhighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E. } 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Ghunore’n, Gowe 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thoma- Courtenay T. 
W nite, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W. BR.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and 
Mr. Runciman. 


Fergusson, Rt Hn. SirJ.(Mne’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
ee 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, MajE vans-(‘T’rH ml'ts 
Gore, Hn.GRC. Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst. Kt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Hemy 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnL’rdG.( Midd x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope, J.F.(Shettield, Brightsid 
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Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Sal op 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(M’nim th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick,N,S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W..J. H.(Dumfries-sh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmey, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


Mr. JOSEPH A. 
Satfron Walden) moved— 


“To insert after ‘ Council,’ 


PEASE (Evsex, 
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More, RobertJasper (Shr’pshire 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Nicholson, Willian Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, Rt.{Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Seely. Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely. Maj J. E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthar(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf'dUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vinecent,Col. SirCEH (Shettield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE (Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel KR. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Evesby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R (Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Question proposed, “* That those words 


_ be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 


in line 3, the | ment.” 


words ‘two of whom shall be members of that 


Council.’ ” 
He said this 


Amendment 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it had been 


raised the 





question of popular control, Ifthey could 
secure public control, he was satisfied 
that this Bill might become a workable 
measure, but if they failed to secure 
adequate public control he was satisfied 
that it would create considerable agita- 
tion in the country, and the education 
question would remain unsettled. What 
he proposed was that of the members 
who were appointed by the County 
Council on these local boards two should 
he members of the County Council. The 
Councils had to be elected, and the people 
would, therefore, place increased confi- 
dence in the managing bodies if a 
moiety of them were members of the 
Councils. They would feel that they 
had some direct control over the manag- 
ing bodies. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment 

“Ia line 3, after the word ‘Council, to 
insers the words, ‘two of whom shall be 
members of that Council. ”°—(VWr. Joseph A. 
Pease.) 


urged that the representation of the 
locality as apart from the County Council 
should be strengthened and increased. 
It was evident that if this Amendment 
were adopted it would hhave the opposite 
effect. This would compel the County 
Council to ignore, so far as some mem- 
bers of the body were concerned, the 
locality in which the school to be 
managed was situated.. He thought it 
extremely probable that in the large 
number of cases the County Council or 
the education authority would appoint 
persons of local experience, but they would 
be absolutely prevented from doing so 
by this Amendment. This would be a 
limitation in the wrong direction. 
Whatever other limitations they put 
on the County Council, they ought not 
to prevent them selecting the persons 
who were cognisant with the locality. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE trusted that 
his hon. friend would not press this 
Amendment to a division. It would 
not serve the purpose he had in view. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Arrol, Sir William 





Education 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said that in 
practical working it would be found that 
by grouping a large number of small 
parishes together, a body of six or eight 
individuals might be appointed as 
managers who could do a great deal 
more than look after the schools in one 
parish. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 


did not think the objection of the hon. 


Member for Carnarvon was serious. The 
Councillors on the bodies of managers 
would bring the County Council into 


conjunction with the local managers. In 
a few cases there might be a certain 
mount of grouping, but he did not 
think very much of that would be 
necessary to make the Amendment per- 
fectly workable. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked his hon. 
friend to withdraw the Amendment. He 
held that it would be quite impracticable 
for a County Council like that of the 
West Riding of Yorkshire to appoint two 
of their number to be members of every 
managing Committee. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN said that 


ip eounties which were smaller and 
less populous than the West Riding 
of Yorkshire it would be quite pos- 


sible for the County Couneil to pro- 
vide members for each of the manag- 
ing bodies. He thought if the Amend- 
ment were accepted it would be 
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quite possible to introduce on the Report 
stage words excepting such counties as 
the West Riding. 


1902} 


Mr. JOSEPH A. PEASE said he would 
how to the feeling of the House and ask 
leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley), in moving the next 
Amendment, said it seemed to him only 
reasonable that there should be three 
members on the Board of Management 
elected by the minor local authority, 
and he hoped the Prime Minister would 
see his way to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment 


‘In line 3, to leave out the word ‘two, 


and insert the word * three.’’?— (Mr. Joseph 
iValton.) 
(Juestion proposed, “That the word 


‘two’ stand part of the proposed Amend 
ment.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
his hon. friend would not press his 
proposal, which, although technically in 
order, was asking the Committee to 


revise what had already been decided 
npon, 

(2.35.) Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 155: 


Noes, 102. (Division List No. 330.) 


AYES. 


Butcher, 
‘arlile, 
‘avendish, \ 


\vu-Gardner, James Tynte 


Allhusen, Aug’tus H’nry Eden 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
‘hamberlain,J. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
n, Colonel James Robert 

Sales Re Hn. A.J. (Manech’s) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn. Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth rR. (Christch. 
Allen Benjamin 


‘olston, Chas. 
‘ompton, Lord 
‘orbett, T. 
Bathurst. Hn. 


Beresford. LordCharlesW illi’m 
Tienold. a 

Bi uwood, - James 

Dinndell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur ———. 
Brodrick, | tt. Hon. John 


| Crossley 
Dalrymple, 


John George 
( William Walter 
( ".C.W.(Derl’shire | 
Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hue 
( Austen  Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Ba got, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Ed. H. Athole | Gardner, 


L. (Down, 
‘ranborne, Viscount 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton 
, Sir Savile 

Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt Hn. SirW illiam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J (Mane? 
Fielden. Edward Brocklehurst 
| Fineh, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert’ Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick SW 
Ernest 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’k 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rHmil'ts 
Gore, Hn.G.R. C.Ormsby- (Si lop 
Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


h (Greenwich) 


Jesse 


Alwyne 
North) 


(rorst, 


| Hamilton, Rt HnLordG (Mid'x. 


' Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope.J.F.( shettieid, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, John( Nent,Faversh’m 
Jessel, Captain H’bert Merton 
iXKenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Win 
Law, Andrew Bonar (G "bac 
Lawrence, SirJos’ | ap pow th 
Lawreice, Wim. I. (Liverpool) 
Laws son. John Geass 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants..Fareham 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Levesor-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rtn. Walter (Bristol) 
Francis William 

C. (Camb., Eskdale 
iL. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Recinald J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney. RtHn. WG. Ellison 
Maedona, Jolin Cununing 





La We, 


Lowther 
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braham, William (Cork, N. EF. 
} am, William (Rhondda 
‘ices CharlesP.(Gloue., Stroud 








Atherley-Jone s, L. 

Black, Alexander William 
John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Caldwell, James 

Cant} ybell-Bannerman, Sir H. 

c hanning, Franeis Allston 

] J yan Jose sph 

"Denis J. 

Robert 

Eugene 

William Randal 

James Henry 

William 


» 
roland, | 





mcy 
Cou nh, 
Craig, 
Crean, 
(remer, 
Dalziel, 
Delany, 
Devlin, Joseph 
Dewar, John A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutty, William J 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patriek 
Fenwick. Charles 

Ffreneh, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Giadstone, Rt Hn Herbeit John 
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Adjournment of 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said the reason | 


for the Amendment he now moved was | 


that from experience it had been found 
that where there were two or more 
governing bodies, which had to make 
appointments, they had to prescribe that 
which was to make the appointment. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“fn line 3, after the word ‘two,’ to insert 
the word ‘subsequently.’ ” — (Wr. Herbert 
Lewis.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word 
‘subsequently’ be there inserted in the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not press his Amend 
ment, because he did not see how it would 
work in all cases, although it might work 
in some; and it would raise all sorts of 
legal ditticulties. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that it 
was important that one of these bodies 
should appoint the managers first, and 
t should be made a statutory direction 
is to which should make the first 
appointment. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that, with 
the consent of the Committee, he would 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


“Mr. CORRIE GRANT, in explaining 
his next Amendment, said he thought 
some words were necessary in order to 
make it perfectly clear what the position 
was of the county boroughs and of the 
Councils of the urban districts. 


{28 JuLy 1902} 


the House. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“In line 2, after the first ‘ managers,’ insert 
‘to whom the local education authority may from 
time to time delegate such of their powers and 
under such conditions as they think fit. It 
shall consist.’”—(VWr. Corrie Grant.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
words were absolutely unnecessary, as 
the Clause provided that if the local 
authorities did not think fit to appoint 
managers, they must manage the schools 
themselves. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT said he bowed 
always to so distinguished a legal 
authority, and he withdrew his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


moved to 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


report progress. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
aecept the Motion, provided that on the 
morrow no pressure was put on that 
side of the House. 


Committee report progress; to sit 
again upon Wednesday. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That 


this House do now adjourn,’ —(S/r 
Willian Wulrond)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at Three 
o'clock a.m. 
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APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXL. 





Those marked thus * are Government Bills. |The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “{[H.L.]” following title indi- 
cates that the Bill was originated in the Lords. 





(A.) Houser or Lorps. 





Litle of bill Krought in by Progress. 


Education Act, 1901 (Re Read 1* 24th July (1124) 
newal) | Read 2" 28th July (1336) 


Labour Bureaux (London) Lord Tueedimouth Read 3" and passed 14th July 


| 
| 
| (96) 
* Licensing Lord Belper | Read 2” 14th July (78) 
Committee 21st July (727) 
Report 28th July (1333) 
Midwives Duke of Northumberland Read 3* and passed 11th July 


(4) 


Read 2" Lath July (639) 
Committee Report read 3" and 
passed 24th July (1124) 


*New Forest (Sale of 
Land for Public Pur- 


pt ses) 


*Post Ottice Sites Read 2" 17th July (469) 
Committee and Report 28th 


July (1332) 


Prevention of Corruption — Lar! Alrerstone Read 1" 24th July (1124) 


[H.L. | 


*Public Libraries (Ireland) Lord Ashbourne Read 2" 25th July (1255) 
Committee and Report 28th 


July (1336) 


Sale of  Intoxieating Furl of Mayo Read 3“ and passed 18th July 


Liquors (Licensing ) (639) 
(Ireland) 
Shops’ Club Viscount Cross Report 17th July (469) 
Read 3% and passed 18th July 
(639) 
University of Wales Read 3% and passed 14th July 
((traduates) (97) 
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Title of Bill. 


(B.) Hovse or Commons. 


Brought in by 





Day Industrial Schools 
(Ireland) 


Detention of Poor Per- 
sons (Scotland) 


Edueation Act, 1901 (Re- 
newal) 


*Education (England and 
Wales) 


*Expiring Law Continu 
ance 

Factory and Workshop 
Act (1901) Amend- 
ment (No. 2) 


Franchise and Removal 
of Women’s Disabilities 


Imported Meat (Ireland) 
*Isle of Man (Customs) 


*Local Government (Ire- 
land) (No. 2) 


* Local Government (Scot- 
land) Amendment (No. 


2) 


*London Water 


Meat Marking (Ireland) 
*Pacitic Cable 


Pauper Children (Ire- 


land) [HLL j 
*Police (Expenses) 
*Police (Superannuation) 


Public Libraries (Ireland) 


— 
i 


Mr. Harrington 


Mr. Baird 


Dy. Macnamara 


Mr. yo P Balfour 


Mr. P Lust di ( hanle plain 


Mr. Ti nnanut 


Sir Charles Dilke 


Mr. Fie ld 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. I] “yndham 


Vr. Graham Min ray 


ir. Walter Long 


Mr. Field 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. Hugh Law 


Mr. Je Ss¢ ( ‘ollins 
Mr. Jesse Collins 


Mr. Dillon 


Progress. 


Bill withdrawn 17th July 


(636) 


Read 1° 24th July (1160) 


Read 1° 17th July (526) 
Read 2° 21st July (876) 
Committee Report read 3° and 
passed 22nd July (1000) 
Committee 14th July (130) 
Committee 16th July (374) 
Committee 21st July (791) 
Committee 22nd July (914) 
Committee 28th July (1413) 


Read 1° 21st July (791) 


Read 1° 15th July (257) 


Bill withdrawn 25th July 


(1327) 
Read 1° 24th July (1160) 
Read ] 


22nd July (914) 


16th July(45s) 


> L é 
Read 2 


Committee 16th July (463) 


Committee 11th July (10) 
Committee 18th Jnly (671) 


Bill withdrawn 
Read 1° 21st July (791) 


Committee Report read 3’ and 
passed 15th July (355) 


nead i” 16th July (374) 


Read 1° 16th July (373) 


Read 3° and passed 15th July 
(356) 
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House or COMMONS- 


continued. 





Title of Bill. 


*Public Works Loans 


Rating of Machinery 


Shops 


Brought in by 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Mr. ( hapinan 


Sir Charles Dalle 


Progress. 





Read 1° 15th July (257) 


Committee 16th July (463) 


Bill withdrawn 25th July 
(1327) 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1902. 
List oF RULES, OrDERs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


{In continuation of List given in previous Volume. ] 





Title of Paper. Date from which eriod to lie up 





Intermediate Edueation (Ireland),—Copy of Ad- | 16 July 
ditional Rule made by the Intermediate Education | 
Board for [reland, dated 4th July 1902 [41 and 42 | 
Vic., ¢. 66, s. 6] | 

| 


40 days 


F 
the Period runs. | the Table. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 | Is July 12 weeks. 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the Master | 
and Fellows of University College, Oxford, on 20th 
Mareh, 1902, amending Statute IIT. (12) (Fellow- 
ships held by Professors) of the Statutes of the 
College [25 and 26 Vic., ¢. 36, s. 7] 





Factory and Workshop Acts (Home Work) (Making 23 July 40 days. 
of Chains, Anchors, Cart Gear, Locks, Latches, and 
Keys),—Copy of Order, dated 14th July 1902, made 
hy the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, applying Sections 107 and 108 of The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, to Factories and Work- 
shops in which the making of Chains, Anchors, 
Cart Gear, Locks, Latches, and Keys is carried on 
[1 Edw. VII, ¢. 22, 8. 12 (3)] 





Factory and Workshop Acts (Particulars of Piece | 40 days 
Work Wages) Locks, Latches, and Keys),—Copy of 
Order, dated 14th July 1902, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, epplying, with 
modifications, the provisions of Section 116 of The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to Factories and 
Workshops in whieh the making of Locks, Latches, 
and Keys is earried on [1 Edw. VIL, c. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Particulars of Piece 23 July 40 days. 
Work Wages) (Chains, Anchors, and Cart Gear),— 
Copy of Order, dated 14th July 1902, made by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, apply- 
ing, with modifications, the Provisions of Section 
116 of The Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, to 
Factories and Workshops in which the making of 
Chains, Anchors, and Cart Gear is carried on [1 
Edw. VIL, ¢. 22, s. 126 (3)] 


Public Records (Supreme Court of Judicature),—Copy 25 July 4 weeks 
of Schedule containing a List and Particulars of 
Classes of Documents existing or accruing in the 
Supreme Court Taxing Oftice which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office (4) and 41 
Vie., c. 55, s. 1] 











